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SECTION  X. 

The  Doctrine  of  Transubstantiation  is  against  Sense. 

1.  That  which  is  one  of  the  firmest  pillars,  upon  which  all 
human  notices  and  upon  which  all  Christian  religion  does 
rely,  cannot  be  shaken;  or  if  it  be,  all  science  and  all  religion 
must  be  in  danger*.  Now,  besides  that  all  our  notices  of 
things  proceed  from  sense,  and  our  understanding  receives 
his  proper  objects,  by  the  mediation  of  material  and  sensible 
fantasms,  and  the  soul,  in  all  her  operations  during  this  life, 
is  served  by  the  ministries  of  the  body,  and  the  body  works 
upon  the  soul  only  by  sense ;  besides  this,  St.  John  hath 
placed  the  whole  religion  of  a  Christian  upon  the  certainty 
and  evidence  of  sense,  as  upon  one  unmoveable  foundation  ^ : 
**  That  which  was  from  the  beginning,  which  we  have  seen 
with  our  eyes,  which  we  have  beheld,  and  our  hands  have 
handled  of  the  word  of  life.  And  the  life  was  made  manifest 
and  we  have  seen  it,  and  bear  witness  and  declare  unto  you 
eternal  life,  which  was  with  the  Father,  and  was  manifested 
to  us,  which  we  have  seen  and  heard,  we  declare  unto  you.'' 
Tertullian,  in  his  book  "  De  Anima,*^  uses  this  very  argument 
a^nst   the   Mardonites :    ^^  Recita   Johannis  testationem ; 

•  Tcurw  Znruv  Xiyav,  »^i»T»s  'ffif  etlffSnt^it  otffM^rm  ««vi  ^tavtittf. — Arist,-  lib.  ViH» 
Phys,  torn.  22. 

S,  BasiU  ep.  48.  ' 
»»  1.  St.  John,  i.  1,2,  S. 
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*  quod  vidimus  (inquit)  quod  audivimus,  oculis  nostris  vidi- 
mus, et  manus  nostraB  contrectaverunt,  de  sermone  vitaef 
Falsa  utique  testatio,  si  oculorum,  et  aurium,  et  manuum  sen- 
sus  natura  mentitur :"  "  His  testimony  was  false,  if  eyes,  and 
ears,  and  hands  be  deceived.^  In  nature  there  is  not  a 
greater  argument  than  to  have  heard,  and  seen,  and  handled, 

Sed  quia  profandd  non  Kcet  loctarier 
Ratione  tecum^  consulamus  proxima : 
InterrogetQT  ipsa  naturalium 
Simplex  sine  arte  sensum  aententia  ^, 

And  by  what  means  can  an  assent  be  naturally  produced, 
but  by  those  instruments  by  which  God  conveys  all  notices  to 
us,  that  is,  by  seeing  and  hearing  ?  Faith  comes  by  hearing, 
and  evidence  comes  by  seeing :  and  if  a  man,  in  his  wits,  and 
in  his  health,  can  be  deceived  in  these  things,  how  can  we 
come  to  believe  ? 

Corpus  enim  per  se  communis  dedicat  esse 
Sensus ;  quoi  nisi  prima  fides  fundata  valebit, 
Haud  erit^  occulteis  de  rebus  quo  referenteis 
Confirmare  animos  quidquam  ratione  queamus^. 

For  if  a  man  or  an  angel  declares  God's  will  to  us,  if  we 
may  not  trust  our  hearing,  we  cannot  trust  him ;  for  we  know 
not  whether,  indeed,  he  says  what  we  think  he  says ;  and! 
God  confirms  the  proposition  by  a  miracle,  an  ocular  demon- 
stration,  we  are  never  the  nearer  to  the  believing  him,  because 
our  eyes  are  not  to  be  trusted.  But  if  feeling  also  may  be 
abused,  when  a  man  is,  in  all  other  capacities,  perfectly 
healthy,  then  he  must  be  governed  by  chance,  and  walk  in  the 
dark,  and  live  upon  shadows,  and  converse  with  fantasms 
uid  illusions,  as  it  happens ;  and  then  at  last  it  will  come  to 
be  doubted,  whether  there  be  any  such  man  as  himself,  and 
whether  he  be  awake  when  he  is  awake,  or  not  rather,  thea 
only  awake  when  he  himself  and  all  the  world  thinks  him  to 
have  been  asleep :  ^^  Oculatas  sunt  nostree  manus,  eredunt 
quod  vident." 

2.  Now  then,  to  apply  this  to  the  present  question,  in  the 
words  of  St.  Austin,  *'  Quod  ergo  vidistis,  panis  est  et  calix, 
quod  vobis  etiam  oculi  vestri  renunciant  :^    "  That  which  our 

«  Supplic.  Romani  Martyr.  Prudent.  d  Lucret.  lib,  •  493«  Wakefield. 
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eyes  hav^  iseen,  that  which  our  hands  have  handled,  is  hread  * ; 
tee  feel  it,  taste  it.  See  it  to  be  bread,  and  we  hear  it  called 
httsui,  that  vety  substance,  which  is  called  the  body  of  bur 
'LotA*  Shall  we  now  say,  our  eyed  are  decayed,  our  ^um 
h&xr  a  false  sound,  our  taste  is  abused,  our  hands  are  mis* 
taken  ^  It  is  answered.  Nay  $  our  tenses  are  not  mistaken  t 
^  I'or  our  senses,  in  health  and  due  circumstances,  cannot  be 
abused  in  their  proper  object;  but  they  may  be  deoeired 
about  that,  which  is  under  the  object  of  their  senses ;  they 
are  not  deceived  in  Colour,  and  shape,  and  taste^  and  magni^ 
tude,  which  are  the  proper  objects  of  our  senses;  but  they 
may  be  deceived  in  substances  whidi  are  covered  by  these 
accidents ;  and  so  it  is  not  the  outward  sense  so  much  as  the 
inward  sense  that  is  abused.  For  so  Abraham,  when  he  saw 
an  angei  in  the  shape  of  a  human  body.  Was  not  deceived  in 
&e  shape  of  a  man,  for  there  was  such  a  shape;  but  yet  it  was 
not  a  man,  and,  therefore,  if  he  thought  it  Was,  he  was 
abused^;  this  is  their  answer:  and  if  this  will  not  serve  the 
turn,  nothing  will :  this,  therefore,  must  be  examined. 

3.  Now  this,  instead  of  taking  at^ay  the  insuperable  difa^ 
ficulty,  does  much  increase  it,  and  confesses  the  things,  whidi 
it  ought  to  have  avoided.  For,  1.  The' accidents,  prop»  te 
a  substance,  are  for  the  manifestation,  a  notice  of  the  sulvi 
stance,  not  of  themselves;  for  as  the  man  feels,  but  the 
means  by  which  he  feels,  is  the  sensitive  faculty,  so  that 
which  is  felt,  is  the  substance,  and  the  means  by  whidi  it  is 
felt,  is  the  accidents :  as  the  shape,  the  colour,  the  bigness, 
the  motion  of  a  man,  are  manifestative  and  declarative  of  a 
human  substance :  and  if  they  represent  a  wrong  substance, 
then  the  sense  is  deceived  by  a  false  sign  of  a  true  substance, 
or  a  true  sign  of  a  false  substance :  as  if  an  alchymist  dioukl 
show  me  brass  coloured  like  gold,  and  made  ponderous,  and 
so  adulterated,  that  it  would  endure  the  touchstone  for  a  long, 
while,  the  deception  is,  because  there  is  a  pretence  of  im- 
proper accidents;  true  accidents  indeed,  but  not  belonging 
to  that  substance.  But,  2.  It  is  true  that  is  pretended,  that 
it  is  not  so  much  the  outward  saase  that  is  abused  as  the 
inward;  that  is,  not  so  much  the  eye  as  the  man;  not  the 

« In  Serm.  apud  Bed.  in  1  Cor.  x.    Sed  hate  verba  citantur  ab  Algeroi 
lib.  i.  de  Sacram.  c.  5.  ex  Serm.  de  verbis  Domini. 
'  BeUami.  lib.  i.    Euch.  c.  14.  Sect.  Jam.  ad  Petrura  Marcyrem. 
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sight,  but  the  judgment:  and  this  is  it  we  complain  of.  For 
indeed,  in  proper  speaking,  the  eye  or  the  hand  is  not 
capable  of  being  deceived ;  but  the  man,  by  the  eye,  or  by- 
the  ear,  or  by  his  hand.  The  eye  sees  a  colour,  or  a  figure, 
and  the  inw:ard  sense  apprehends  it  to  be  the  figure  of  such 
a  substance,  and  the  understanding  judges  it  to  be  the  thing 
which  is  properly  represented  by  the  accident :  it  is  so,  or  it 
is  not  so :  if  it  be,  there  is  no  deception  ;  if  it  be  not  so,  then 
there  is  a  cozenage,  there  is  no  lie  till  it  comes  to  a  propo- 
sition, either  explicit  or  implicit ;  a  lie  is  not  in  the  senses ; 
but  when  a  man,  by  the  ministry  of  the  senses,  is  led  into  the  , 
apprehension  of  a  wrong  object,  or  the  belief  of  a  false  pro- 
position, then  he  is  made  to  believe  a  lie;  and  this  is  our 
ease,  when  accidents,  proper  to  one  substance,  are  made  the 
cover  of  another,  to  which  they  are  not  naturally  commu- 
nicable. And  in  the  case  of  the  holy  sacrament,  the  matter, 
if  it  were  as  is  pretended,  were  intolerable.  For  in  the  cases, 
wherein  a  man  is  commonly  deceived^  it  is  his  own  fault  by 
passing  judgment  too  soon ;  and  if  he  should  judge  glass  to 
be  crystal,  because  it  looks  like  it ;  this  is  not  any  deception 
in  the  senses,  nor  any  injury  to  the  man-;  because  he  ought 
to  consider  more  things  than  the  colour,  to  make  his  judg- 
ment whether  it  be  glass,  or  crystal,  or  diamond,  or  ice ;  the 
hardness,  the  weight,  and  other  things,  are  to  be  ingredients 
in  the  sentence.  And  if  any  two  things  had  all  the  same 
accidents,  then,  although  the  senses  were  not  deceived,  yet 
the  man  would,  certainly  and  inculpably,  mistake.  If  there- 
fore, in  the  eucharist,  as  is  pretended,  all  the  accidents  of 
bread  retnain,  then  all  men  must  necessarily  be  deceived ;  if 
only  one  or  two  did  remain,  one  sense  would  help  the  other, 
and  all  together  would  rightly  inform  the  understanding. 
But  when  all  the  accidents  remain,  they  cannot  but  represent 
that  substance,  to  which  those  accidents  are  proper ;  and 
then  the  holy  sacranlent  would  be  a  constant,  irresistible 
deception '  of  all  the  world,  in  that  in  which  all  men's  notices 
are  most  evident  and  most  rehed  upon, — I  mean  their  senses. 
And  then  the  question  will  not. be,  whether  our  senses  can  be 
deceived  or  no?  but  whether  pr  no  it  can  stand  with  the 
justice  and  goodness  of  God,  to  be  angry  with  us  for  believ- 
ing our  senses,  since  himself  hath  so  ordered  it,  that  we  can- 
not avoid  being  deceived?  there  being,  in  this  case,  as  much 
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reason  to  believe  a  lie  as  to  believe  a  truth,— if  things  were 
so  as  they  pretend*     The  result  of  which  is  this :  That  as  no 
one  sense  can  be  deceived  about  his  proper  object,  but  that  a 
man  may  about  the   substance  lying  under  those  accidents, 
which  are  the  object  proper  to  that  sense,  because  he  gives 
sentence  according  to  that  representment  otherwise  than  he 
ought,    and  he   ought   to   have  considered  other    accidents 
proper  to  other  senses,  in  making  the  judgment ;  as  the  birds 
that  took  the  picture  of  grapes  for  very  grapes,  and  he  that 
took  the  picture  of  a  curtain  for  a  very  curtain,  and  desired 
the  painter  to  draw  it  aside;  they  made  judgment  of  the 
grapes  and  the  curtain  only  by  colour  and  figure,  but  ought 
to  have  considered  the  weight,  the  taste,  the  touch,  and  the 
smell :  so  on  the  otiier  side,  if  all  the  senses  concur,  then  no^ 
only  is  it  true,  that  the  senses  cannot  be  deceived  about  that 
object,  which  is  their  own,  but  neither  ought  the  man  to  be 
deceived  about  that  substance,   which  lies  under  those  acci* 
dents ;  because  their  ministry  is  all  that  natural  instrument  of 
conveying  notice  to  a  man^s  understanding,  which  God  hath 
appointed.     4i»  Just  upon  this  account  it  is,  that  St.  John^s 
argument  had  been  just  nothing  in  behalf  of  the  whole  reli- 
gion :  for  that  God  was  incarnate,  that  Jesus  Christ  did  such 
miracles,    tha,t   he  was   crucified,    ithat  he   arose  again,  and 
ascended  into  heaven,  that  he  preached  these  sermons,  that 
h^  gave  such   commandments,  he   was  made  to  believe  by 
sounds,  by  shapes,  by  figures,  by  motions,  by  likenesses,  and 
appearances,    of    all   the    proper  accidents,   and    his    senses 
could  not  be  deceived  about  the  accidents,  which  were  the 
proper  objects  of  the  senses ;  but  if  they  might  be  deceived 
about  the  substance  under  these  accidents,  of  what  truth  or 
substance  could  he  be  ascertained  by  their  ministry  ?  for  he 
indeed  saw  the  shape  of  a  human  body :  but  it  might  so  l)e, 
that  not  the  body  of  a  man,  but  an  angelical  substance,  might 
lie  under  it ;  and  so  the  article  of  the  assumption  of  human 
nature  is  made  uncertain.    And  upon  the  same  account,  so  are 
all  the   other  articles  of  our  faith,   which  relied   upon   the 
verity  of  his  body  and  nature:    all  which,   if  they  are  not 
sufficiently  signified  by  their  proper  accidents,  could  not  be 
ever  the  more  believed  for  being  seen  with  the  eyes,   and 
heard  with  the  ears,  and  handled  with  our  hands  ;  but  if  they 
were  sufficiently  declared  by  their  proper  accidents,  then  the 
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understanding  ean  no  more  he  deceived  in  the  substances 
lying  under  the  accidents,  than  the  senses  can  in  the  ajC^idents 
themsdves. 

4.  To  the  same  purpose  it  was,  that  the  apostles  were 
answered  concemipg  the  article  of  the  truth  of  Chrisf  s  resxxv- 
vection.  For  when  the  apostles  were  affinighted  at  bis  sudden 
appearing,  and  thought  it  had  beai  a  spirit,  Christ  called 
them  to  feel  his  hands,  and  to  show  that  it  was  he ;  ^^  For 
a  spirit  hath  no  flesh  and  bones,  as  ye  see  me  have  ^  :^  plainly 
meaning,  that  the  accidents  of  a  body  ^  were  not  communi- 
oable  to  a  spirit ;  but  how  easily  might  they  have  been 
deceived,  if  it  had  pleased  God  to  invest  oth«r  substances  with 
new  and  stranger  accidents?  For  though  a  spirit  hath  not 
flesh  and  bones,  they  may  represent  to  the  eyes  aod  bands 
the  accidents  of  flesh  and  bones;  and  if  it  could,  in  the 
matter  of  faith,  stand  with  the  goodness  and  wisdom  of  Gk>d 
to  suffer  it,  what  certainty  could  there  be  of  any  article  of 
our  religion  relating  to  Chrisf  s  humanity,  or  any  propositicfii 
proved  by  miracles?  To  this  instance  the  man  that  must 
cmswer  ail^  I  mean  Bellarminey  ventures  something^ ;  saying 
it  was  a  good  argument  of  our  blessed  Saviour,  <^  Hand^ 
and  see  that  I  am  no  spirit:  that  which  is  handled  and  seen 
Is  no  spirit  C^  but  it  is  no  good  argument  to  say,  This  is  not 
fleen,  not  handled,  therefore  it  is  no  body :  and,  therefbore, 
the  body  of  Christ  may  be  naturally  in  the  sacrament^  though 
it  is  not  seen  nor  handled.-— To  this  I  r^ly,  1.  That  suppose 
it  were  true  what  he  siud,  yet  it  would  also  follow  by  his  own 
words.  *  This  is  seen  bread,*  and  *  is  handled,*  so  therefore 
<  it  is  bread.*  *  Hoc  enim  aflirmative  coUigitur.*  This  is  the 
affirmative  consequent  made  by  our  blessed  Lcnrd,  and  here 
confessed  to  be  certain.  It  being  the  same  collection.  ^*  It 
is  I;  for,  by  feeling  and  seeing,  you  shall  believe  it  to  be 
so;**  and  **  it  is  bread;  for,  by  feeling,  and  seeing,  and  tasl- 
mg,  and  smelling  it,  you  shall  perceive  it  to  be  so." — To 
which  let  this  be  added ;  That  in  S(»riptur&  it  is  as  jdakily 
affirmed  to  be  bread,  as  it  is  called  Christ's  body.  Now 
then,  because  it  cannot  be  both  fe  the  proper  and  natural 

i  St,  Luke,  xxiv.  S9. 

k  Qw)d  v«ietur,  coDpii^  «s> ;  quo4  palpatuf,  Qorpua  est    S,  Am^io^i,  ip 
8.  Luc.  4> 
\  Lib.  i.  ^  Eucb.  o.  14.    Seol.  Reap*  ad  GbIvIbiuii.    . 
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aeoAC^  but  one  of  them  must  be  figurative  and  tropical ;  since 
both  of  the  i^^peDatives  are  equally  affirmed^  is  it  not  noto- 
rioui^  that>  in  this  case,  we  cmght  to  give  judgment  on  that 
6ul^  which  we   are   prompted    to   by  oonunon  sense  ?    If 
Christ  had  saiid  only^  This  is  my  body, — ^and  no  apostle  had 
tdd  ua  also  that  it  is  bread, — ^we  had  reason  to  suspect  our 
soises  to  be  deceived,  if  it  ware  possible  they  should  be :  but 
vhea  it  is  equally  affirmed  to  be  bread,  as  to  be  our  Lord^s 
body,  and  bat  one  of  them  can  be  naturally  true  and  in  the 
letter,  shall  the  testimony  of  all  our  senses  be  dbsolutely  of 
BO  use  in  casting  the  balance?    The  two  affirmatives  are 
«G[iial;  one  must  be  expounded  tvopieally;   whidi  will  you 
cbooseP   Is  there  in  the  world  any  thing  more  certain  and 
expedite  than  that  what  you  see,  and  fed,  and  taste,  natural 
and  proper,  should  be  judged  to  be  diat  which  you  see,  and 
£eel,  and  taste,  naturally  and  propcdy,  and  ther^ore,  that  the 
other  be  expounded  tropically?     Sinee  you  must  expound 
one  of  the  words  tropicsdly,  I  think  it  is  not  hard  to  deter- 
mine, whether  you  ought  to  do  it  against  your  senses  or  with 
it    But  it  is  also  remarkable,  that  our  blessed  Lord  did  not, 
only  by  feeling  and  seeing,  prove  it  to  be  a  body  ;  but  by 
proving  it  was  ^  his  body  ^^  he  {Mroved  it  was  ^  himself  ;^  that  is^ 
^^  by  these  accidents,  representing  my  person,  ye  are  not  led 
into  an  ennor  of  the  perscm,  any  more  than  o£  the  kind  and 
aubatance;  ^  see  my  hands,  and  my  feet,'  in  mvvos  eyi  elpAtf 
'  diat  it  is  even  I  myself:'  ^  thia  I  noted,  lest  a  silly  eacxp^ 
be  madey  by  pcetending  tbese  accidents  only  proved  Christ 
to  be  no  spirit,  but  a  body;  and  so  the  accidents  of  bread 
declare  a  ktent  body,  meaning  the  body  of  Christ;   £ar  as 
the  acddents  of  a  body  declare  the  substance  of  a  body,  so 
the  psrticukr  accidents  of  this  kind  deckre  this  kind,  of  this 
pcnon   declare    this    person.      For  so  our  blessed  Saviour 
proved  it  to  be  himself  in  particular;  and  if  it  were  not  so, 
the   deceit  would  pass  from   one    thing    to  another;   and 
although  it  had  not  been  a  spirit,  yet  it  might  be  John  tise 
Baptist  risen  from  the  dead,  or  Moses,  or  Elia^,   and  not 
Jems  dseir  dear  Lord.    Besides,  if  this  had  been  all  that 
Jesus  had  intended,  only  to  prove  he  was^  no  '  spectrum,'  but 
body,  he  had  not  done  what  wa»  intended.    For  put  case  it 
nad  been  a  spirit,  and  had  assumed  a  bcxly,  as  Bellarmine^  iu 
the  very  next  pevf^aph,  fcffgetting  hknsdtf,  or  else  being 
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entangled  in  the  wildernesses  of  an  inconsistent  discourse, 
affirms,  that  in  Scriptures  the  IsraeUtes  did  sometimes  see; 
and  then  they  were  not  deceived  in  touching  or  seeing  a 
body;  for  there  was  a  body  assumed,  and  so  it  seemed  to 
Abraham  and  Lot;  but  then,  suppose  Jesus  Christ  had  done 
so,  and  had  been  indeed  a  spirit  in  an  assumed  body,  had  not 
the  apostles  been  deceived  by  their  feeling  and  seeing,  as  well 
as  the  Israelites  were,  in  thinking  those  angels  to  be  men,  that 
came  to  them  in  human  shapes  ?  How  had  Christ^s  arguments 
been  pertinent  and  material  ?  How  had  he  proved,  that  he  was 
no  spirit,  by  showing  a  body,  which  might  be  the  case  of  a 
spirit  ?  but  that  it  is  not  consistent  with  the  wisdom  and  good- 
ness of  God  to  suffer  any  illusion  in  any  matter  of  sense  relat- 
ing to  an  article  of  faith. 

5.  Secondly:  It  was  the  case  of  the  Christian  churdi 
once,  not  only  to  rely  upon  the  evidence  of  sense  for  an 
introduction  to  the  religion,  but  also  to  need  and  use  this 
argument  in  confirmation  of  an  article  of  the  creed ;  for 
the  Valentinians  and  the  Marcionites  thought  Christ^s  body 
to  be  fantastical,  and  so  denied  the  article  of  the  incarnation : 
and  if  arguments  from  sense  were  not  enough  to  confute 
them,  viz.  that  the  apostles  did  see  and  feel  a  body,  flesh, 
and  blood,  and  bones,  how  could  they  convince  these  mis* 
believers  ?  for  whatsoever  answer  can  be  brought  against  the 
reality  of  bread  in  the  eucharist,  all  that  may  be  answered  in 
behalf  of  the  Marcionites :  for  if  you  urge  to  them  all  those 
places  of  Scripture,  which  afiirm  Christ  to  have  a  body,  they 
answer,  it  was  in  Scripture  called  a  body,  because  it  seemed 
to  be  so ;  which  is  the  answer  Bellarmine  gives  to  all  those 
places  of  Scripture,  which  call  it  ^  bread  ^  after  consecration. 
And  if  you  object,  that  if  it  be  not  what  it  seems,  then  the 
senses  are  deceived:  they  will  answer,  (a  Jesuit  being  bye*^, 
and  prompting  them,)  the  senses  were  not  deceived,  because 
they  only  saw  colour,  shape,  figure,  and  the  other  accidents ; 
but  the  inward  sense  and  understanding,  that  is,  the  man  was 
deceived,  when  he  thought  it  to  be  the  bc^y  of  a  man ;  for 
under  those  accidents  and  appearances,  there  was  an  angel, 
or  a  Divinity,  but  no  man :  and  now,  upon  the  grounds  of 
transubstantiation,  how  can  they  be  confuted,  I  would  fain 
know. 

^  Lib.  i.  de  Eucb.  c.  14.  Sect.  Respondent  nonnulli. 
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6.  But  Tertullian*,  disputing  against  them,  uses  the  ar- 
gument of  sense,,  as  the  only  instrument  of  concluding  against 
'them  infallibly:  ^^Non  licet  nobis  in  dubium  sensus  istos 
revocare,^  &c.  '^  It  is  not  lawful  to  doubt  of  our  senses, 
lest  the  same  doubt  be  made  concerning  Christ ;  lest,  perad- 
venture,  it  should  be  said,  he  was  deceived  when  he  said, '  I 
,saw  Satan,  like  lightning,  fall  from  heaven }'  or  when  he 
heard  the  voice  of  his  Father  testifying  concerning  him;  or 
lest  he  should  be  deceived  when  he  touched  Peter^s  wife'^s 
mother  by  the  hand;  or  that  he  smelt  another  breath  of 
ointment,  and  not  what  was  offered  to  his  burial ;  '  Alium 
postea  vini  saporem,  quod  in  sanguinis  sui  memoriam  conse- 
cravit,^  or  ^  tasted  another  taste  of  wine,  which  he  consecrated 
to  the  memory  of  his  blood.^^  And  if  the  catholic  Chris- 
tians had  believed  the  substantial,  natural  presence  of  Christ's 
body  in  the  sacrament,  and,  consequently,  disbelieved  the 
testimony  of  four  senses,  as  the  church  of  Rome  at  this  day 
does,— Hseeing,  smelling,  tasting,  feeling, — ^it  had  been  im- 
pudence in  them  to  have  reproved  Mardon,  by  the  testimony 
of  two  senses,  concerning  the  verity  of  Christ's  body.  And 
supposing  that  our  eyes  could  be  deceived,  and  our  taste,  and 
our  smelling,  yet  our  touch  cannot ;  for  supposing  the  organs 
equally  disposed,  yet  ^  touch'  is  the  guardian  of  truth,  and 
his  nearest  natural  instrument ;  all  sensation  is  by  touch,  but 
the  other  senses  are  more  capable  of  being  deceived;  be- 
cause, though  they  finally  operate  by  touch  variously  affected, 
yet  their  objects  are  further  removed  from  the  organ;  and^ 
therefore,  many  intermedial  things  may  intervene,  and,  pos- 
sibly, hinder  the  operation  of  the  sense ;  that  is,  bring  more 
diseases  and  disturbances  to  the  action :  but  in  ^  touch,'  the 
object  and  the  instrument  join  close  together ;  and,  therefore, 
there  can  be  no  impediment,  if  the  instrument  be  sound,  and 
the  object  proper.  And  yet  no  sense  can  be  deceived  in  that 
which  it  always  perceives  alike;  "  The  touch  can  never  be 
deceived"*;"  and,  therefore,  a  testimony  from  it  and  three 
senses  more,  cannot  possibly  be  refused:  and,  therefore,  it 
were  strange  if  all  the  Christians,  for  above  one  thousand  six 
hundred  years  together^  should  be  deceived,  as  if  the  eucha* 


1  Lib.de  Animd^c.  17. 

"  'H^)r  ym^  iiU4n^tt  rm  t^M  »X,n^s*^AristoL  de  Animd,  lib*  iii.  1. 152. 
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riat  were  a  perpetual  illusipn,  and  a  riddle  to  the  ssnses^  for 
80  many  agsn  together:  and  indeed  the  fault,  in  this  case, 
could  not  be  in  the  aensea:  sod^  tborefore^  TertuUian  and 
St.  Austin''  dispute  wittily,  and  substantially,  that  the  seoaes 
oould  never  be  decdved,  but  the  undarstanding  ought  to 
assent  to  what  they  relate  to  it,  or  represent ;  for  if  any  mui 
thinks  the  ataff  is  crooked  that  is  set  half  way  in  the  water, 
ftt  is  the  fault  oi  bis  judgment,  not  of  his  sense ;  for  the  ait 
and  the  water  beii^  several  mediums,  the  eye  ought  to  see 
otherwise  in  air,  otherwise  in  water;  but  the  understanding 
must  not  conclude  falsely  from  these  true  premises^  which  the 
eye  ministers;  for  the  thicker  medium  makes  a  fraction  of 
the  impedes  by  incrassation  and  a  shadow;  and  when  a  man  in 
the  yellow  jaundice,  thinks  every  thing  yellow,  it  is  not  the 
fsKult  of  his  eye,  but  of  his  understanding ;  tar  the  eye  does 
hia  office  right,  for  it  perceives  just  as  is  represented  to  it, 
the  species  are  brou^t  yellow;  but  the  fault  is  in  the  undep- 
standing,  not  perceiving  that  the  ^ledes  are  stained  near 
the  eye,  not  further  off:  when  a  man,  in  a  fever,  thinks 
every  thing  bitter,  his  taste  is  not  deceived,  but  judges 
rightly ;  for  as  a  man^  that  chews  bread  and  aloes  together, 
tastes  not  false,  if  he  tastes  bitterness;  so  it  is,  in  the  skk 
man's  case ;  the  juice  of  his  meat  is  mingled  with  chokr,  and 
the  taste  is  acute  and  exact,  by  perceiving  it  such  as  it  is  so 
mingled.  7he  purpose  of  wMeh  discourse  is  this,  that  no 
notices  are  more  evident  and  more  certain  than  the  nodoes 
of  sense;  but  if  we  conclude  contrary,  to  the  true  dictates  of 
senses,  the  fault  is  in  the  understanding,  collecting  false  con- 
dusiona  from  right  premises^:  it  fellows,  therefore,  that,  in 
the  matter  of  the  eucharist,  we  ought  to  judge  that  which  our 
senses  tdl  us;  for  whatsoever  they  si^  is  true :  for  no  decdt 
caii  come  by  them ;  but  the  deceit  is,  when  we  believe  some- 
thing  besides  or  against  what  they  tell  us ;  especially  when 
the  organ  is  perfect,  and  the  object  propar,  and  the  medhim 
regular,  and  all  things  perfect,  and  the  same  always  and  to  all 
men.  For  it  is  observabb,  that,  in  this  eaae^  the  senses  are 
GMnpetent  judges  of  the  natural  being  of  what  diey  see,  and 
taste,  and  smell,  and  &eU  and,  aecording  to  that,  all  the 

n  Lib.  de  AnimS^  c.  87,  &c.    S.  Austin,  c.  83.  de  Ver&  Religiooe. 
JD«  Ahi^.  lib.  clxT.    AmmkVAu  Y  Mx*vm  m^  ^tMt,r^l^.  UriA. 
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VMStk  in  the  worid  can  swear,  that  what  they  see,  is  b^ead  ai^ 
wine ;  but  it  is  not  their  oiSce  to  tell  us,  what  they  beccNPoe 
by  the  institution  of  our  Saviour ;  for  that  we  are  to  learn  by 
fiiith,  thai;  what  is  bread  and  wine,  in  nature,  is^  by  God^s 
ordinance,  the  sacrament  of  the  body  and  Uood  of  the 
Saviour  of  the  world;  but  one  cannot  contradict  anolbar'; 
and,  therefore,  they  must  be  reconciled :  both  say  true,  that 
whidi  faith  teaches,  is  certain;  and  that  which  the  senses  of 
all  men  teach  always,  that  also  is  certain  and  evident;  for  as 
the  rule  of  the  school  says  excellently,  ^'  Grace  never  destrcv^ 
nature,  but  perfects  it',''^  and  so  it  is  in  the  consecration  of 
bread  and  wine;  in  which,  although  we  are  more  to  r^wrd 
their  signification  than  their  matter,*— their  holy  employment 
than  their  natural  usage,-— *what  they  are  by  graee  rathtt 
than  what  they  are  by  nature,— 4hat  they  are  sacnunentid 
rather  than  that  they  are  nutritive,*— that  they  are  consecrated 
and  exalted  by  religion,  rather  than  that  they  are  mean  and  low 
in  their  natural  beings, — ^what  they  are  to  the  tpait  and  unr 
den^nding,  rather  than  what  they  are  to  the  seise ;— yet 
^s  also  is  as  true  and  as  evidoit  as  the  other :  and,,  therefore^ 
though  not  so  apt  for  our  meditation,  yet  as  certain  as  that 
which  is. 

7.  Thirdly :  Though  it  be  a  hard  thing  to  be  put  to  prove 
that  bread  is  bread,  and  that  wine  is  wine ;  yet,  if  the  argu- 
ments and  notices  ci  sense  may  not  pass  for  sufficient,  an 
impudent  parson  may,  without  possibility  of  being  confuted, 
outface  any  man,  that  an  oyster  is  a  rat,  and  that  a  candle  is 
a  fig  of  lead :  and  so  might  the  Egyptian  soothsayers  have 
hem  too  hard  for  Moses;  for  when  they  changed  rods  into 
serpents,  they  had  some  colour  to  teU  Pharaoh  they  wore 
serpents  as  well  bb  the  rod  of  Moses ;  but  if  they  had  failed 
to  turn  the  water  into  blood,  they  needed  n<it  to  have  been 
doubled,  if  they  could  have  b(»iie  down  Pharaoh,  that,  though 
it  looked  like  water,  and  tasted  like  water,  yet,  by  their 
endbantment,  they  had  made  it  verily  to  be  blood :  and  upon 
dds  ground  ci  having  different  substances^  iinpoper  and  dis* 
proportipned  acdd^its,  what  hinders  them  but  diey  niigkt 
have  said  so?  and  if  they  had,  how  should  they  barve  been 
confuted?     But  this  manner  of  proceeding  would  be  sufficient 

1^  Aipti». pMl.  K«i«.  l.a.  S.  ad.. 3v 
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to  evacuate  all  reason,  and  all  science^  and  all  notices  of  things^ 
and  we  may  as  well  conclude  snow  to  be  black,  and  fire  cold, 
and  two  and  two  to  make  five  and  twenty. 

8.  But,  it  is  said,  although  the  body  of  Christ  be  invested 
with  improper  accidents,  yet  sometimes  Christ  hath  appeared 
iQ  his  own  shape,  and  blood  and  flesh  hath  been  pulled  out 
of  the  mouths  of  the  communicants :  and  Plegilus,  the  priest, 
saw  an  angel,  showing  Christ  to  him  in  form  •of  a  child  upon 
the  altar,  whom  first  he  took  in  his  arms  and  kissed,  but  did 
eat  him  up  presently  in  his  other  shape,  in  the  shape  of  a 
wafer.  ^^  Speciosa  certe  pax  nebulonis,  ut  qui  oris  prsebuerat 
basium,  dentium  inferret  exitium,^  said  Berengarius*:  "  It 
was  but  a  Judas'  kiss  to  kiss  with  the  lip,  and  bite  with  the 
teeth  .'^ — But  if  such  stuiF  as  this  may  go  for  argument,  we 
may  be  cloyed  with  them  in  those  unanswerable  authors, 
Simeon  Metaphrastes  for  the  Greeks,  and  Jacobus  de  Vora- 
gine  for  the  Latin,  who  make  it  a  trade  to  lie  for  Grod,  and 
for  the  interest  of  the  catholic  cause.  But,  however,  I  shall 
tell  a  piece  of  a  true  story.  In  the  time  of  Soter,  pope 
pf  Rome,  there  was  an  impostor  called  Mark';  Ei^wXogrotbir, 
that  was  his  appellative :  and  he  zrafrriqia  oHvou  xsupacfAivx  zrpoff'- 
7Foiov(A>BVos  ev^ocpKJTBTv^  xosl  IttI  z^Xiov  Ix  rlvojv  TftJv  \6yeoy  rvis 
l7nxX'f\<r^eos  zjopf^vp^a,  ytou  spvBpa  dva^o^iveoBai  zjoisiy  ^  pretending  to 
make  the  chalice  of  wine  and  water  eucharistical,  saying  long 
prayers  over  it,  made  it  look  red  or  purple,'  that  it  might  be 
thought  that  grace,  which  is  above  all  things,  does  drop  the 
blood  into  the  chalice  by  invocation.  Such  as  these  have  been 
often  done  by  human  artifice,  or  by  operation  of  the  devit, 
said  Alexander  of  Ales*.  If  such  things  as  these  were  done 
regularly,  it  were  pretence  enough  to  say  it  is  flesh  and  blood 
that  is  in  the  eucharist ;  but  when  nothing  of  this  is  done  by 
Grod, — but  heretics  and  knaves,  jugglers  and  impostors,  hoping 
to  change  the  sacrament  into  a  charm,  by  abusing  the  spi- 
ritual sense  into  a  gross  and  carnal,  against  the  authority  of 
Scripture  and  the  church,  reason  or  religion,-— have  made 
pretences  of  those  things,  and  still  the  holy  sacrament,  in  all 
the  times  of  ministration,  hath  the  form  and  all  the  percepti* 
bilities  of  bread  and  wine:  as  we  may  believe  those  impostors 

^  Guil.  Malmesbur.  de  GestisRegum  Anglorum,  lib.  iii. 

'  Irense.  lib.  i.  c.  9. 

•  Sum.  Theod.  part.  4.  q.  11.  memb.  2.  art,  4.  sect.  ». 
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did  more  rely  upon  the  pretences  of  sense  than  of  other  ar- 
guments, and,  distrusting  them,  did  fly  to  these  as  the  greater 
probation:    sq  we  rely  upon  that  way  of  probation,  which 
they  would  have  counterfeited,  but  which  indeed  Christ,  in 
his  institution,  hath  still  left  in  the  nature  of  the  symbols, 
viz.,  that  it  is  that  which  it  seems  to  be,  and  that  the  other 
superinduced  predicate  of  the  body  of  Christ  is  to  be  under- 
stood only  in  that  sense,  which  may  still  consist  with  that 
substance,  whose  proper  and  natural  accidents  remain,  and 
are  perceived  by  the  mouth,  and  hands,  and  eyes,  of  all  men. 
To  which  this  may  be  added,  that,  by  the  doctrine  of  the 
late  Roman   schools,  all  those  pretences  of  real  appearances 
of  Christ's  body  or  blood,  must  be  necessarily  concluded  to 
be  impostures,  or  airy  phantasms  and  illusions;*  because  them- 
selves teach  that  Christ's  body  is  so  in  the  sacrament, — ^that 
Christ's  own  eyes  ca,nnot  see  his  own  body  in  the  sacrament : 
and  in  that  manner  by  which  it  is  there,  it  cannot^  be  made 
visible;  no,  not  by  the  absolute  power  of  God.     Nay,  it  can 
be  neither  seen,  nor  touched,  nor  tasted,  nor  felt,  nor  ima- 
gined.   It  is  the  doctrine  of  Suarez,  in  3.  Tho.  disp.  53.  sect. 
3.,  and  disp.  5S>.  sect.  1.,  and  of  Vasquez,  in  3.  torn.  3.  disp. 
191.  n.  22.,  which,  besides  that  it  reproves  the  whole  article, 
by  making  it  incredible  and  impossible,  it  doth  also  infinitely 
convince   all  these  apparitions,   if  ever   there  were  any,  of 
deceit  and  fond  illusion.     I  had  no  more  to  say  in  this  parti- 
cular, but  that  the  Roman  doctors  pretend  certain  words  out 
of  St.  CyriPs   fourth  *  mj^stagogique  catechism,'  against  the 
doctrine   of  this  paragraph :   "  Pro   certissimo  habeas,''  &c, 
"  Be  sure  of  this,  that  this  bread,  which  is  seen  of  us,  is  not 
bread,   although  the  taste  perceives  it  to  be  bread,  but  the 
body  of  Christ :  for  under  the  species  of  bread,  the  body  is 
given  to  thee ;  under  the  species  of  wine,  the  blood  is  given 
to  thee." — Here  if  we  will  trust  St.  Cyril's  words,  at  least  in 
Bellarmine's  and   Brerely's   sense,  and  understand    of  them 
before  you  will  believe  your  own  eyes,  you  may.     For  St. 
Cyril  bids  you  not  believe  your  sense.     For  taste  and  sight 
tells  you  it  is  bread,  but  it  is  not.     But  here  is  no  harm  done. 
2.    For   himself  plainly  explains  his    meaning  in  his  next 
catechism,      f  Think  not  that   you   taste  bread   and  wine,' 
saith  he.— No,  what  then  ?     'AxXa  ^vrlrvTrcc  koi\  (7w[ji,a.ros  JtaJ 
alfjt/zr^s,  *  but  the  antitypes  of  the  body  and  blood ;'  and  in 
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thiB  v^y  pkce  he  Cfllls  bread  r^or,  *  a  ty^  f  Iv  rhru  iprr>o 
liioTui  001  ro  « aI/caoe^  and,  therefore,  it  is  very  ill  rendered  by  the 
Roman  priests  by  *  species,'' which  signifies  accidental  forms : 
for  rvwof  signifies  no  such  thing,  but  srSor ;  which  is  not  St. 
Cyril^B  words  8.  He  says  it  is  not  bread,  though  the  taste 
&el  it  so ;  that  is,  <  it  Is  not  mere  bread/  which  is  an  usual 
expression  among  the  fathers,  <  Non  est  panis  communis/ 
says  Irenfieus*;  oi)  yap  ws  xoiyoviprov,  says  Justin  Martyr ;  just 
as  St.  Chrysostom  says  of  baptismal  water,  '  it  is  not  com- 
mon water ;'  and  as  St.  Cyril  himself  says  of  the  sacramental 
bread,  obx  %n  aprof  Xiror,  *  it  is  not  mere  bread/  aXXa  (Tft/pta 
Kvplouy  ^  but  the  Lord's  body.'* — ^For  if  it  were  not  that,  in 
some  sense  or  other,  it  were  still  mere  bread>  but  that  it  Id 
not.  But  this  manner  of  speaking  is  not  unusual  in  the  holy 
Scriptures,  that  restrained  and  modificated  negatives  be  pro- 
pounded in  simple  and  absolute  forms.  *<  I  have  given  theili 
Statutes  which  are  not  good".**  "  I  will  have  mercy  and  not 
sacrifice*."**  "  They  have  not  rejected  thee,  but  me^.**  '*  It 
is  not  you  that  speak,  but  the  Spirit  of  my  Father."  "  1 
came  not  to  send  peace,  but  a  sword  ■.■**  *'  He  that  bdieveth 
on  me,  believeth  not  on  me,  but  on  him  that  sient  me.**  And, 
"If  I  bear  witness  of  myself,  my  witness  is  not  true*/ 
which  is  expressly  confronted  by  St.  John^ :  "  Though  I  bear 
record  of  myself,  yet  my  record  is  true  ;**  which  shows  mani- 
festly, that  the  simple  and  absolute  negative  in  the  former 
place,  must,  in  his  signification,  be  restrained.  So  St.  Paul 
speaks  usually:  "  Henceforth  I  know  no  man  according  to 
the  flesh  *^.*'  "  We  have  no  strife  against  flesh  and  blood^.** 
And  in  the  ancient  doctors,  nothing  more  ordinary  than  to 
express  limited  senses  by  unlimited  words;  which  is  so 
known,  that  I  should  lose  my  time,  and  abuse  the  reader'*s 
patience,  if  I  should  heap  up  instances.  So  Irenseus :  **  He 
that  hath  received  the  Spirit,  is  no  more  flesh  and  blood,  but 
spirit.** — And  Epiphanius  afiirms  the  same  of  the  flesh  of  a 
temperate  man :  "  It  is  not  flesh,  but  is  changed  into  spirit  :^ 
so  we  say  of  a  drunken  man,  and  a  furious  person:  "  He  is 
not  a  man,  but  a  beast.** — ^And  they  speak  thus  particularly 

t  Lib.  IT.  contt.  Hseiet.  c.  34.    Psal.  xxii.  homit.  16.- 
«  Ezek.  XX.  25.  »  Ho«.  vi  6.  i  l^Sam.  viii.  7. 

»  S.  Matt. X.  20,  and  84.         »  S.  John,  v.  SI.  ^  Cap.  viii.  14. 

«  2  Cor.  V.  16.  A  Ephes.  vi.  19. 
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in:  the  matter  of  the  holy  sacriment,  as  appears  in  the  in- 
stances  abore  reckoned,  and  in  others  rej^nwd  over  this 
treatise.     But  to  return  to  the  present  objection,  it  is  obserr^ 
able  that  St.  Cyril  does  not  say  '  it  is  not  bread,^  though  the 
sense  suppose  it  to  be  so,  for  that  would  have  supposed  the 
taste  to  have  been  deceived,  which  he  affirms  not ;  and  if  he 
had,  we  could  not  have  believed  him ;  but  he  says,  ^  though 
the  sense  perceive  it  to  be  bread,^  So  that  it  is  still  bread,  else 
the  taste  would  not  perceive  it  to  be  so;  but  '  it  id  more,^  and 
the  sense  does  not  perceive  it ;  for  it  is  ^  the  body  of  our 
Lord.'     Here  then  is  his  own  answer  plainly  opposed  to  the 
ol^ection ;  he  says,  '  it  is  not  bread,*  that  is,  *  it  is  not  mere 
bread ;'  and  so  say  we :  he  says,  that  *  it  is  the  body  of  our 
Lord,  dvrirvmif,  tfie  antitype  of  the  Lord*s  body,*  and  so  say 
we;  he  says,  *the  sense  perceives  it  to  be  bread;*  but  it  is 
more  than  the  sense  perceives ;    so  he  implies,  and  so  we 
affirm ;  and  jret  we  may  trust  our  sense  for  all  that  it  tells  us, 
and  our  understanding  too,  for  all  it  learns  besides.     The 
like  to  this  are  the  words  of  St  Chrysostoin*,  where  he  says, 
•*  We  cannot  be  deceived  by  his  words ;   but  our  sense  is 
often  decrived ;  look  not  at  what  is  before  us,  but  observe 
Christ^s  words.     Nothing  sensible  is  given  to  us,  but  things 
insensible,  by  things  sensible,^  &c.     This,  and  many  higher 
things  than  this,  are  in  St.  Chrysostom,  not  only  relating  to 
this,  but  to  the  other  sacrament  also.     "  Think  not  thou 
receivest  the  body  from  a  man,  but  fire  from  the  tongue  of  a 
seraphim;^    that  for  the  eucharist :•— and   for   the  baptism 
this:    "  The  priest  baptizes  thee  not,   but  God  holds  thy 
head.""     In  the  same  sense  that  these  admit,  in  the  same  sense 
we  may  understand  his  other  words;  they  are  tragical  and 
high,  but  may  have  a  sober  sense ;  but  literally  they  sound  a 
contradiction;  that  nothing   sensible  should  be  given  us  in 
the   sacrament;    and  yet  that  nothing  insensible  should  be 
given,  but  what  is  conveyed  by  things  sensible ;  but  it  is  not 
worth  the  while  to  stay  here :  only  this,  the  words  of  St.  Chry- 
sostom are  good  counsel,  and  such  as  we  follow ;  for,  in  this 
case,  we  do  not  finally  rely  upon  sense,  or  resolve  all  into  it ; 
but  we  trust  it  only  for  so  much  as  it  ought  to  be  trusted  for ; 
but  we  do  not  finally  rest  upon  it,  but  upon  faith,  and  look 

•  Homil.  8$.  upon  St.  Matt. 
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not  on  the  things  proposed,  but  attend  to  the  words  of  Christ, 
and  though  we  see  it  to  be  bread,  we  also  believe  it  to  be  his 
.  body,  in  that  sense  which  he  intended. 


SECTION  XI. 

The  Doctrine  of  Transubstantiation  is  wholly  without, 

and  against  Reason. 

1.  When  we  discourse  of  mysteries  of  faith  and  articles  of 
religion,  it  is  certain  that  the  greatest  reason  in  the  world,  to 
which  all  other  reasons  must  yield,  is  this, — ^  God  hath  said  it, 
therefore  it  is  true.'  Now  if  God  had  expressly  said,  *  This 
which  seems  to  be  bread,  is  my  body  in  the  natural  sense,' 
or  to  that  purpose,  there  had  been  no  more  to  be  said  in  the 
affair;  all  reasons  against  it  had  been  but  sophisms;  when 
Christ  hath  said,  ^  This  is  my  body,^  no  man  that  pretends  to 
Christianity,  doubts  of  the  truth  of  these  words,  all  men  sub- 
mitting their  understanding  to  the  obedience,  of  faith :  but 
since  Christ  did  not  affirm,  that  he  spake  it  in  the  natural 
sense,  but  there  are,  not  only  in  Scripture,  many  prejudices, 
but  in  common  sense  much  evidence  against  it,  if  reason  also 
protests  against  the  article,  it  is  the  voice  of  God,  and  to  be 
heard  in  this  question.     For, 

Nanquam  aliud  natura,  aliud  sapientia  dicit^. 

And  this  the  rather,  because  there  are  so  many  ways  to 
verify  the  words  of  Christ,  without  this  strange  and  new 
doctrine  of  transubstantiation,  that  in  vain  will  the  words  of 
Christ  be  pretended  against  reason ;  whereas  the  words  of 
Christ  may  be  many  ways  verified,  if  transubstantiation  be 
condemned:  as,  first,  if  Picus  Mirandula's  proposition  be 
true,  which  in  Rome  he  offered  to  dispute  publicly,  that 
*  Paneitas  possit  suppositare  corpus  Domini,'  which  I  sup- 
pose, if  it  be  expounded  in  sensible  terms,  means,  '  that  it 
may  be  bread  and  Christ's  body  too ;'  or,  secondly,  if  Luther's 
and  the  ancient  schoolmen's  ways  be  true,  that  Christ's  body 
be  present  together  with  the  bread ; — in  that  sense  Christ's 

»  Juven.  Sat.  xiv.  2. 
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words  m^ht  be  true,  though  no  transubBtantiation ;  and  this 
is  the  sense,  which  is  followed  by  the  Greek  church,  3.  If 
Boquinus'^s  way  be  true,  that  between  the  bread  and  Christ^s 
body  there  were  a  conununication  of  proprieties,  as  there  is 
between  the  Deity  and  humanity  of  our  blessed  Saviour; 
then,  as  we  say,  *  God  gave  himself  for  us,'  and  the  blessed 
virgin  is  S'forwcos',  '  the  mother  of-  Grod,^  and  ^  God  suffeied 
and  rose  again,'  meaning,  that  Gxxi  did  it  according  to  his 
supposed  humanity, — so  we  may  say,  *  this  is  Chrisf  s  body,' 
by  the  communication  of  the  idicnns  or  proprieties  to  tibe 
bread,  with  which  it  is  united.  4*  If  our  way  be  admitted, 
that  Christ  is  there  after  a  real  spiritual  manner;  the  words 
of  Christ  are  true,  without  any  need  of  admitting  transub* 
8tantiation«  5.  I  could  instance,  in  the  way  of  Johannes 
Longus,  in  ,Us  annotations  upon  the  second  apology  of  Justin 
Martyr,  ^\  Hoc  est  corpus  meum,''  that  is,  ^'  My  body  is  tbis,^ 
'  is  nourishment  spiritual,  as  this  is  natural/  6.  The  way  of 
J<^uumes  Campanus  would  afford  me  a  sixth  instance,  <^  Hoc 
est  corpus  meum,''  that  is,  ^  meum'  as  it  is  *  mea  creatura/ 
7.  Jdiannes  lirLasco,  Bucer,  and  the  Socinians,  refer  <  hoc* 
to  the  whde  ministry,  and  mean  that  to  be  representative  of 
Chrises  body*  8.  If  Rupertus  the  abbot's  way  were  ad- 
mitted, which;  was  confuted  by  Algerus,  and  is  almost  like 
that  of  Boqunius,  that,  between  Christ's  body  and  the  conse- 
crate symbols  there  was  an  hypostatical  union,  th^  both 
substances  would  remain,  and  yet  it  were  a  true  proposition 
to  affirm  of  the  whole  hypostasis,  ^  this  is  the  body  of  Christ.* 
•—Many  more  I  could  reckon;  all -which,  or  any  of  which, 
if  it  were  admitted,  the  words  of  Christ  stand  true  and  uur 
contradicted ;  and,  therefore,  it  is  a  huge  folly  to  quarrel  at 
them,  thattidmit  not  transubstantiation,  and  to  say,  they  deny 
the  words  of  Christ.  And,  therefore,  it  must  not  now  be 
siud,  '  Reason  is  not  to  be  heard  against  an  article  of  faith  ;* 
for  that  this  is  an  article  of  faith,  cannot  nakedly  be  inferred 
from  the  words  of  Christ,  which  are  capable  of  so  many 
meanings.  Therefore,  reason,  in  this  case,  is  to  be  heard  by 
them,  that  wiU  *  give  a  reason  of  their  faith ;^  as  it  is  com- 
manded in  Scripture ;  much  less  is  that  to  be  admitted,  whicK 
Fisher  or  Flued,  the  Jesuit,  was  bold  to  say  to  king  James ; 
that  because  transubstantiation  seems  so  much  against 
reason,  therefore  it  is  to  be  admitted,  as  if  faith  were  more 

VOL.  X.  ^ 
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faith  for  bdng  agaSnst  read6ti.  Agaifi§t  this,  fer  tht  present 
1  shall  oppose  the  excelleitt  words  of  St.  Aasdn  * :  "  81  fliani^ 
festissimsB  dertseque  radoni  velut  Scripturarum  sAikitatum 
objidtur  auctoritas^  non  ititdligit  qui  h6c  facit,  et  noii  Scrij[W 
turftrum  illarum  sehsum,  ad  quern  peiietrar^  riod  potiiit,  sied 
stium  poti&s  bbjicit  feritati^  nee  quod  in  ek>  sed  quod  trt 
£ieipso,  velut  pro  «s,  invenit,  opponit;'*  "  He  that  oppoeeflT 
the  authority  of  the  holj  dcriptures  agalBst  manifest  imd 
certain  reason,  doear  heither  understand  hiinseif  nar  tHe 
Scripture.^  liid^,  when  God  hath  ptttiiily  dedlar^  the 
particular,  the  ihoi*e  it  seems  again^  my  r^Hsons,  the  gt^t^ 
k  my  obedience  ih  siibmitting;  bdt  that  Uy  bdoMs^  m^ 
reasons  are  but  sopAtisms,  idnce  truth  itself  bath  ddclared 
plainly  against  them:  but  if  God  hath  not  plainly  decUor^ 
agidnst  that  whieh  I  call  reason,  my  reason  mudt  not  bA 
contested,  by  a  pretence  of  faith,  but  upoli  some  dther  account ; 
'^ 'Ratio  cum  ratione  concertet.^    ' 

dw  Secondly;  But  this  lis  such  a  fine  device,  thai  it  can^ 
if  it  be  admitted,  warrant  any  literal  interpretation  against  all 
the  pretences  of  tiie  world :  for  when  Christ  said,  "  If  thy 
right  eye  offend  thee,  pluck  it  out  ;^ — Here  are  the  plain 
words  of  Christ:  And,  *^  Some  make  themselves  eunuchs  tor 
the  kingdom  of  he&Ven  ;^' — ^nothing  plamer  in  the  graoi- 
matieal  sense r  and  why  do  we  not  do  it?  Because  it  is  an 
unnatural  thing  to  mangle  our  body  for  a  spiritual  caiide, 
whidi  may  be  supplied  by  other  more  gentle  instruments. 
Yea,  but  reason  is  not  to  be  heard  against  the  plidn  wc^i  of 
Christ,  and  the  greater  our'  i^eason  is  against  it,  the  greater 
excellency  in  our  obedience ;  that  as  * AbrsJiam ^  i^nst  hope, 
believed  in  hope,^  so  we,  against  reEuson,  may  beBeve  in  the 
greatest  reason,  the  Divine  revelation :  and  what  can  be  spoken 
against  this  ? 

4.  Thirdly;  Stapletbn,  obnfutiilg  Liither^s  opinion  of  con- 
substantiation,  pretends  agaihst  it  many  absurdities  d#aW6 
from  reasoh"^;  and  yet  it  Would  have  been  111  takeii,  it  it 
should  have  been  answered,  that  '  the  doctrine  ought  the 
rather  to  be  believed,  because  it  is  bo  unreasonable;*— ^wfaieh 
answer  is  something  like  our  Hew  preadiers^  who  pretrad, 

<^  PiompU  Cath.  wes»  S»  hebd.  QuicU  «ec.  S,  in  h»c  verba  t  Hoc«st  coipm 
meuin* 
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that  therefore  they  are  spiritual  men^  because  they  hate  no 
learning;  they  are  to  confound  the  wise,  because  they  are 
the  Weak  things  of  l!he  world ;  and  that  diey  are  to  be  heard 
l!he  rather,  because  there  is  the  less  reason  they  should  ;—-fid 
crying  stinking  fish,  that  men  may  buy  it  the  more  greedSy. 
But  I  will  proceed  to  the  particulars  of  reason  ki  this  ardcle ; 
being  contented  with  this,  that  if  the  adverse  party  shall 
refusie  this  way  of  arguing,  they  may  be  reproved  by  saying 
^  they  refuse  to  hear  reason/-— and  it  will  not  be  easy  foi^ 
them,  in  despite  of  reason,  to  pretend  faith ;  for  2ro7oi,  and 
i^^  %x^^'^^^  «'/(Triv,  f  unreasonable  men,'  and  *  they  that  have 
not  faith/ are  equivalent  in  St.  Paul'^s  expressions 

S.  First ;  I  i^aD  lay  this  prejudice  in  the  ardcle,  as  re- 
lating'to  the  discourses  of  reasson;  that  in  the  words  of  insti- 
tution, there  is  nothing  that  can  be  pretended  to  prove  th0 
conversion  of  the  substance  of  bread  into  the  body  of  Christ| 
but  the  same  will  infer  the  conversion  of  the  whole  into  th^ 
whole ;  and  therefore  of  the  accidents  of  the  bread  into  the 
accidents  of  the  body.  And,  in  those  little  pretences  of  phi« 
losophy, 'which  these  men  sometimes  make  to  cozen  u)ols 
into  a  belief  of  the  possibility,  they  pretend  to  no  instancey 
but  to  such  conversions,  in  wluch,  if  the  substance  is  changed, 
80  also  are  the  accidents :  sometimes  the  accident  is  changed 
in  the  same  remaining  substance;  but  if  the  substance  be 
changed,  the  accidents  never  remain  the  same  individually ; 
or  in  kind,  unless  they  be  symbolical^  that  is,  are  common 
to  hoth^  as  in  the  change  of  elements,  of  ur  into  fire,  of  Watet 
into  earth.  Thus  when  Christ  changed  water  into  wine,  this 
substances  being  changed,  the  accidents  also  were  altered^ 
and  the  wine  did  not  retain  the  colour  and  taste  of  water ; 
for  then,  though  it  had  been  the  stranger  miracle,  that  wine 
should  be  wine,  and  yet  look  and  taste  like  water,— ryet  it 
would  have  obtained  but  little  advantage  to  his  doctiine  and 
person,  if  he  should  have  offered  to  prove  his  mission  by 
such  a  miracle*  For  if  Christ  had  said  to  his  guests ;  ^  To 
prove  that  I  am  come  from  God,  I  will  change  this  water 
mto  win,e;^  well  might  this  prove  his  mission:  but  if,  whil^ 
the  gpests  weV»  wondering  at  this,  he  should  proceed  and 
say,  ^  Wonder  ye  not  at  this,  for  I  will  do  a  ptranger  thing 
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than  ity  for  this  water  shall  be  changed  into  wine,  andyet  t. 
will  so  order  it,  that  it  shall  look  like  water,  and  taste  like  it, 
ao  that  you  shall  not  know  one  from  the  other  :'*  Certainly 
this  would  have  made  the  whole  matter  very  ridiculous ;  and 
indeed  it  is  a  strange  device  of  these  men  to  suppose  God  to 
work  so  many  prodi^us  iniracles,  as  must  be  in  transub- 
stantiation,  if  it  w^re  at  all, — and  yet  that  none  of  these  should 
be  seen;  for  to  what  purpose  is  a  miracle,  that  cannot'tie 
perceived?     It  can  prove  nothing,  nor  do  any  thing,  when 
itself  is  not  known  whether  it  be  or  no.     When  bread  ig 
turned  into  flesh,  and  wine  into  blood,  in  the  nourishment  of 
our  bodies  (which  I  have  seen  urged  for  the  credibility  of 
transubstantiation),   the    bread,    as    it    changes  his  nature, 
changes  his  acddesnts  too,  and  jis  flesh  in  colour,  and  shape, 
and  dimensions,  and  weight,  and  operation,  as  well  as  it  is 
in  substance.     Now  let  them  rub  their  foreheads  hard,  and 
tell  us,  it  is  so  in  the  holy  sacrament.     For  if  it  be  not  so^ 
then  no  instance  of  the  change  of  natural  substancei^,  from 
<me  form  to  another,  can  be  pertinent :   for,   1.  Though  it  be 
no  more  than  is  done  in  every  operation  of  a  body,  yet  it  is 
always  with  change  of   their    proper  accidents;   and  then 
IS.  It  can,  with  no  force  of  the  words  of  the  institution,  be 
pretended,  that  one  ought. to  be,   or  can  b^,   without  the 
pther.     For  he  that  says,  this  is  the  body  of  a  man,  ^ys  tluit 
jt  hath  the  substance  of  a  human  body,  and  all  his  oon- 
iequents,  that  is,  the  accidents:  and  he  that  says,   this  id 
jthe  body  of  Alexander,  says  (besides  the  substance)  that  it 
hath  all  the  individuating  conditions,  which  are  the  parti* 
axh^  accidents;  and  therefore  Christ,  affirming  this  to  be 
his  body,  did  as  much  affirm  the  change  of  accidents  as  the 
change  of  substance:  because  that  change  is  naturally  and 
essentially  <x>nsequent  to  this.     Now  if  they  say,  *  they  there- 
fore do  not  believe  the  accidents  of  bread  to  be  changed, 
because  they  see  them  remain;^  I  might  reply,  <  Why  will 
iJiey  believe  their  sense  against  faith  P^  since  there  may  ba 
evidence,  but  here  is  certainty;  and  it  cannot  be  deceived^ 
tliou^h  x)ur  eyes  can :  and  it  is  certain,  that  Christ  affirmed 
It  without  distinction  of  one  part  from  another,  of  substance 
from  his  usual  accidents.  "  This  is  my  body :  ^  *  Hoc,*  *  Hie,* 
*  Nunc,'  and  *  Sic' — ^Now,  if  they  think  their  eyes  may  be 
credited  for  all  the  words  of  our  blessed  Saviour,  why  shall 
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not  their  reason  also?  or  is  it  nothing  so  certain  to  the  un- 
derstmding,  as  any  thing  is  to  the  eye  ?  If,  thereforev  it  be 
unreasonable  to  say,  that  the  accidents  of  bread  are  chaaged 
against  our  sense,  so  it  will  be  unreasonable  to  say,  that  the 
substance  is  changed  against  our  reason ;  not  but  that  God 
can,  and  does  often  change  one  substance  into  another,  find 
it  is  d<Mie  in  every  natural  productioa  of  a  substantial  form  i 
but  that  we  say  it  is  unreasonable,  that  this  should  be  change^ 
into  flesh,  not  to  flesh  amply,  for  so  it  is  when  we  eat  it ;— ^ 
nor  into  Chrisf  s  flesh  simply,  for  so  it  might  have  been,  if  he 
had,  as  it  is  probable  he  did,  eaten  the  sacrament  himseU^— «* 
but  into  that  body  of  Christ,  which  is  in  heaven ;  he  remakh* 
ing  there,  and  being  whole  and  impassible,  and  unfrangiblej; 
this,  we  say,  is  unreasonable  and  impossible :  and  that  is  now 
to  be  proved. 

6.  Secondly;    In  this  question,  when  our  adversaries  ttr6 
to  cozen  any  of  the  people,  they  tell  them,  the  protestantff 
deny  God'^s  omnipotency« — ^for  so  they  are  pleased  to  call  our 
denying  their  dreams :  and  this  device  of  theirs  to  escape  is 
older  than  their  doctrine  of  transubstantiation ;  for  it  was  the 
trick  of  the   Manichees,  the  Eutychians,  the  ApoUinarists^ 
the  Arians,  when  they  were  confuted  by  the  arguments  of 
the  catholics,  to  fly  to  6od*s  omnipotency ;  diro  rovrm  l^^o* 
[Asifot  XoyitTtA^Sfv  xarapsuyouffi  liri  rxt  iuvarov  Etven  &sSfy  says  Nazianl 
zen%  and  it  was  very  usually  by  the  fathers  called  the  sanc^ 
tuary  of  heretics:  '<  Potentia  (inquiunt)  ei  hsec  est,  utfalsii 
nnt  vera :  mendads  est,  ut  falsum  dicat  verum,  quod  Deo  mm 
competit,"  saith  St.  Austin :  ^'  They  pretend  it  to  belong  to 
God's  power  to  verify  their  doctrine,  that  is,  to  make  falser 
hood  truth ;  that  is  not  power,  but  a  lie,  which  cannot  be  in 
God  :^  and  this  was  older  than  the  Arians ;  it  was  the  trick 
of  the  old  tragedians ;  so  Plato  told  them  ;  exBtidv  n  dwo^S/trtv^' 
tv!  ris  yi/nx^mf  xarot^vyoutrt^  deovr  aeipoyrsf':  which  Cicero  ren-' 
dering,  says,  *^  Cum  explicare  argument!  exitum  non  potestis, 
oonfugitis  ad  deum:'*  "  When  you  cannot  bring  your  argu*. 
ment  about,  you  fly  to  the  power  of  God'.^-^But  when  we 
say,'  this  is  impossible  to  be  done,  either  we  mean  it  naturally 

«  Orat.  51.  Theodor.  dial,  ir^irr.  TertuU.  coDtr.  Praxeam.  c.  x.  79.  Vet.  et 
Not.  Ijestam. 
'In  Ciatylo,  p,  274.  D.  fid.  Lngd. 
%  be  Nat  Deor.  lib.  i.  80.  Ci«aier,  p.  S6» 
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or  (Hrdinarily  impossible;  that  is,  sadi  a  thing  which  caimotp 
witiliout  amiricl^y  be  daae ;  as  a  child  oanaot^  with  his  handii 
hfeak  a  giant^s  arm,  or  a  man  cannot  eat  a  millatone^  or,  with 
bis  finger^  touch  tbd  moon.  Now,  in  matters  of  religiont 
idtbou^  to  show  a  thing  to  be  thus  impossible  is  not  enov^ 
lo  piove  it  was  not  at  all,  if  Crod  said  it  was ;  tlor  althougH 
to  man  it  be  unposaible,  yet  to  God  aU  things  are  possibie  $ 
jet  when  the  questicm  is  of  the  sense  ci  the  words  <^  Scrips 
tur%  whidi  are  cupabl^  of  various  inteipretadons,  he  that 
brings  an  argument  *  ab  inqpossibili'  against  any  one  inter* 
pretatioHi  showing  that  it  infers  such  an  ordinary  impossif 
bility^  as  cannot  be  done  without  a  qiiracle,  has  suffidbntly 
ooDchided,  not  against  the  words,  for  nothing  ought  to  pre« 
judice  thicm» — ^but  against  auch  an  interpretation,  as  infers 
that  impossibility.  Thus  when,  in  Scripture,  we  find  it  re» 
fiorded  that  Christ  was  born  of  a  Virgin-«-to  s«^  this  is  ^. 
possible,  is  iw  argument  against  it;  because  although  it  be 
naturally  imposiBible  (which  I  ^think  is  demonstraUe  i^ainst 
the  Arab^  physician^),  yet  to  him  that  siiid  it>  it  is  alsQ 
possible  to  do  it*  But  then  if  from  hence  any  man  shall 
obtrude  as  an  article  of  faith,  that  the  blessed  Virgin  Mother 
was  so  a  virgin,  that  her  holy  Son  came  into  the  world 
withcHit  any  aperture  of  his  mother'^s  womb,  I  doubt  not  but 
im  argument  ^ab  impossibili'  is  a  sufficient  conviction  of  the 
falsdiood  of  it ;  though  this  impossibility  be  only  an  ordinaxy 
iod  natural ;  because  the  words  of  Scripture,  nffirmii^  Christ 
ta  be  bom  of  a  virgin,  say  only  that  he  was  npt  begotten  bjr 
natural  generaticm ;  not  that  his  egression  f riom  his  mother'j^ 
womb  made  a  penetration  of  dimenopns. — To  instance  oncQ 
more :  The  words  of  Scripture  are  plain,  that  Christ  is  ^  man,^ 
that  Christ  is  ^  God  ;^  here  are  two  natures,  and  yet  but  OQO 
Christ;  no  impossibility  ought  to  be  pretended  against  thessi 
plain  words,  but  they  must  be  sophisms,  because  they  .dispute 
agaioi^  truth  itself*  But  now  if  $,  Monothelit^  shall  sayi 
that^  by  this  iipity  of  nature,  God  bath  taught,  an  uooQrof 
wills  in  Christ,  mid  that  he  had  but  one  will,  because  he  is 
femt  one  person  ;  I  do  not  doubt  but  an  argument  jfrom  an 
(ordinary  and  natural  impossibility  will  be  sufficient  to  con- 
vince him  of  his  heresy;  and,  in  this  case,  the  Monothdite 
hath  no  reason  to  say,  that  the  orthodox  Christian  denieft 
God's  omnipotency,  and  say%  thitt  God  cannot  unite  the  vrill 
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of  Christ^s  iiumaoity  to  the  will  of  liis  diyinity :  and  this  is 
t»e  k  e«^  thiag^  which  i»  not  ded«rf -Cutely,  a-din 
hm  piartictilar  aenae.  There  is  ardinarily  no  greater  arguioeiit 
in  the  world,  and  none  bettor  is  commonly  used,  nor  anjr 
hfttier  requirodf  than  to  reduce  the. opinion  to  an  impoBO. 
hility ;  lor  if  this  be  not  true  without  a  miracle^  you  must 
pmre  jour  extraordinary,  and  demoostrate  your  .miracle^ 
which  will  ha  found  to  be  a  new  inqpoanbtlity.  A  aenae,  that 
cannot  be  true  without  a  miracle  to  mdce  it  ao»  it  is  a  mirade 
if  it  be  true;  and,  therefidre,  let  the  liteml  aeaae  in  any  place 
ba  pitesuised,  and  hare  the  advantage  of  the  first  offer  or  pre- 
Hump^n;  yet  if  it  be  ordinarily  impcissiUe  to  be  ao^  and 
mthaut.  a  miracle  cannot  be  ao,  and  the  mirade  no  wheie 
affirmed^  then  to  affirm  the  literal  sense  ia  the  hu^est  foUy 
that  can  be,  in  the  interpretation  of  any  Scriptures. 

7.  Biit  th^se  is  an  imposaibiHty  fwhieh  is  absolute,  which 
^Rod  cannot  do^  therefore,  because  he  ia  Almighty;  for  to  dp 
dbem  were  impotency,  and  want  of  power;  as  God  cannot 
Jie,-*4ie  cannot  be  deceived,— he  cannot  be  mocked^ — he 
aamiot  die, — he  cannot  deny  himself,'-^nar  do  unjustly  :««<- 
And  I  remember,  that  Dianysius  brings  in  (by  way  of  sooin) 
Elymas,  the  8<»oerer,  finding  fault  wkb  St.  Paul  tar  aaying 
God  could  not  deny  himself;  as.  if  the  saying  so,  were  de- 
nying God\s(  omnipotency ;  so  Elymas  objected ;  as  is  to  be 
seen  in  At  book  de  Divin.  Nom.  c.  8.  And  by  the  consent 
af  all  the  world  it  is  agreed  upon  this  expression^  ^  That  God 
cannot  seoondte  contradictions  z*  that  is,  it  is  no  part  of  the 
Diviae  ommpotea^  to  siake  the  same  proposition  true  and 
fidse^  at  the  same  time,  in  the  s«ne  respect ;  it  is  ahsc^tdy 
impoaaiUc^  that  the  same  thing  should  be  and  not  be,  at  the 
same  t]»e,-*-^that  the  aame  thing,  ao  constituted  in  hia  own 
Ibmiality,  should  lose  the  formality  eo:  essential  affirmative; 
and  yet  remiuQ  the  same  thing.  For  it  is  absolutely  the  first 
truth,  tiiat  can  be  affirmed  in  metaphysicdl  notices,  ^  Nothing 
ean  be^  and  not  be.*  This  is  it,  in  which  all  men  and  all 
actenceis,  and  aU  religions  are  agreed  upon,  as  a  prime  truth 
in  aU  aenses,  and  without  distinctions.  For  if  any  thing 
could  be,  and  not  be,  at  the  same  time^-^then  there  would 
be  iRxnedmig  whose  being  were  not  to  be.  Nay,  Doaunicua 
it  SiOto  aflbiaa  ei^iMssly  S  4hat  not  only  thingB  only  cannot  be 

^-CtuseBt.  in  ttiyi.  ilb.  a.q.  4. 
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done  by  God,  which,  intrinacally,  formally,  and  ei^ressly, 
infer  two  contradictcNries^  but  those  also,  which  the  understand- 
ing, at  the  first  proposal,  does,  by  his  natural  light,  disselit 
from,  and  can  by  no  means  admit:  because  that  which  is  sb 
repugnant  to  the  understanding,  naturally  does  ^*  snk  natudl 
repugnare,^^  <^  is  impossible  in  the  nature  of  things  C  and 
therefore,  when  it  is  said  in  St.  Luke,  ^  nothing  is  impossible 
with  God,'  it  is  meant :  <  Nothing  is  impossible,  but  that  whidi 
naturally  repugns  to  the  understanding.^ 

Now  to  apply  this  to  the  present  question;  our  adrer* 
aariea  do  not  deny,  but  that  in  the  doctrine  of  transubstan- 
tiation,  there  are  a  great  many  impossibilities,  which  are  sudl 
naturally  and  ordinarily ;  but  by  Divine  power,  they  can  be 
done ;  but  that  they  are  done,  they  have  no  warrant,  but  the 
plain  literal  sense  of  the  words  of  *^  Hoc  est  corpus  meum.V 
Now  this  is  so  far  from  proving,  that  God  does  work. per- 
petual miracles  to  verify  the  sense  of  it,  that  the  working 
iC^  miracles  ought  to  prove  that  to  be  the  sense  of  it;  Now 
the  probation  of  a  proposition  by  miracles  is  an  open  thing, 
clear  as  thunder ;  and  being  a  matt^  of  sense,  and,  conse- 
quently, more  known  than  the  thing  which  they  intend  to 
prove,  ought  not  to  be  proved  by  that,  which  is  the  thing  in 
question.  And  therefore  to  say,  that  God  will  work  a  minule 
rather  than  his  words  should  be  false,  is  certain,  but  im- 
pertinent: for  concerning  the  words  themselves  there  is  no 
question,  and  therefore  now  no  more  need  of  miracles  to 
ccmfirm  them ;  concerning  the  meaning  of  them  is  the  ques* 
tion;  they  say  this  is  the  meaning.— Quest.  How  do  you 
prove  it,  since  there  are  so  many  impossibilities  in  it  natu- 
rally and  ordinarily?  Answ.  Because  God  said  it,  therefore 
it  is  true.^— Reisp.  Yea,  that  Grod  said  the  words  we  doubt 
not,  but  that  his  words  are  to  be  understood  in  your  sense, 
that  I  doubt ;  because,  if  I  believe  your  sense,  I  must  admit 
many  things  ordinarily  impossible.  Answ.  Yea,  but  nothing 
is  impossible  to  God. — Ifesp.  True :  nothing  that  can  be 
done,  exceeds  his  power:  but  supposing  this  absolutely  pos^ 
sible,  yet  how  does  it  appear,  that  God  will  do  a  miracle  to 
verify  your  sense,  which,  otherwise,  caonot  be  true ;  when, 
withmit  a  miracle,  the  words  may  be  true  in  many  other! 
senses  ?  '  Jam  dic^  Posthume :'. .  for  it  is  hard,  that  jooen^  by  ti 
continual  effort  and  violence,  should  maintain  a  proposition 
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aginnsl:  reason  and  his  unquestionable  maxims,  thinking'  it 
suffieient  to  oppose  against  it  God's  omnipotencj ;  as  if  the 
cry  out  *  a  miracle^  were  a  sufficient  guard  against  all  absurdity 
in  the  wbrld:  as  if  the  wisdom  of  God  did  arm  his  p6w«r 
against  his  trufh,  and  that  it  were  a  fineness  of  spirit  to  be 
able  to  bdieve  the  two' parts  of  a  contradiction,  and  all  upon 
4»nfidence  of  a  miracle,  which  they  cannot  prove.  And 
indeed  it  were  something  strange,  that  thousands  and  thou- 
sands cf  times  every  day  fbr  above  fifteen  hundred  years 
togiether,  the  same  thing  should  be  done,  and  yet  this  should 
be  called  a  mirade,  that  is,  a  daily  extraordinary :  for  by  diis 
time  it  would  pass  into  nature  and  a  rule,  and  so  become  k 
iupematural  natural  eveaty  an  extra  regular  rule,  an  extra- 
ordinary ordinary,  a  perpetual  wonder,  that  is,  a  wonder  and 
no  wonder :  and  therdbre  I  may  infer  the  proper  corollaties 
of  this  argument,  in  the. words  of  Scotus',  whose  opinion 
:it  was  pity  it  could  be  overborne  by  tjranny.  1.  <  That  the 
truth  of.  the  eucharist  may  be  saved  without  transubstan- 
tiation :  ^  and  this  I  have  ialready  proved.  £.  ^  The  substance 
c£  bread,  under  the  accidents,  is  more  a  nourishment  than 
iheiaoddenta  themselves;  and,  therefore,  more  represents 
Christ's  body  in  the  formality  of  spiritual  nourishment.^  And 
-indeed,,  that  I  may  add  some  weight  to  these  words  of  Scotus, 
which  are  very  true  and  very  reasonaUe; — ^11  It  cannot  be 
told,'  why. breiEMl  should  be  chosen  for  the  symbol  of  the 
hody,  but  because  cf  his  nourishing  faculty,  and  that  the 
accidents  should  nourish  without  substance,  is  like  feeding 
a  man  with  music,  and  quenching  his  thirst  with  a  diagram, 
S.  It  is  fantastical  and  mathematical  bread,  ;  not  natural^ 
which,  by  the  doctrine  of  transubstantiation,  is  represented 
on  the  table,  and,  therefore,  unfit  to  nourish  or  to  typify  that 
which  can.  8.  Painted  bread  might  as  well  be  symbolical  as 
the  real,  if  the  real  bread  become  no  .breJEtd :  for  then  that 
wUch  remains,  iis  nothing  but  the  accidents,  as  colour  and 
dimenaons,  &c*  But  Scotus  proceeds*  3.  *  That  imder- 
standing  of  the  woOTds  of  instituticm,  that  substance  of  bread 
is  not  there,  seems  hairder  to  be  mamtained,  and  to  it  more 
inobnvdiiencies  are  consequent,  than  by  putting  the  substance 
of.hread  tp  he  diere.^    4.  Lastly,  ^  It  is  a  wonder  why,  in 

•'  M    '■        i  Sent.  4»tlisi.  U.q.S.  tit. -1i>. 
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one  artiele,  wliieh  is  not  «  prineipal  lurtiele  -itf  faiAi,  math 
a  recuse  should  be  affirmed^  &r  whidi  faith  is  exposed  to  the 
conteuipt  of  all  that  follow  reason^ :  and  all  this  is^  because 
in  tmmubstsAtials^a  tbeiie  are  many  Battufal  and  ovdinaiy 
iipposaibUities*  ^^  In  h£c  conyersuMiie  su&t  plwa  diffieiliom 
^utoi  in  creatiiHie/  md  Aquinas  i  ^<  There  axe  more  dUffi- 
culties  in  this  eeavevsicKa  of  the  aaccioiimt^  than  in  the  whde 
jQpeation.^ 

9«  Bui  theHv  because  we  are  ispeakk^  ooneerning  what 
may  be  done  by  Grod9  it  ou^ut  to  be  ooosideFed  thai,  it  is 
ndi  and  impudent  to  say^  iha^  the  body  of  Cbifiat  t;aniiat»  by 
the  power  of  God»  who  ean  do  aU  ihbgS)  be  iMlly  in:  ti^ 
saGtament»  widiout  the  natural  conyensiom  of  bread  into  hsnr. 
f^  God  can  make»  that  the  body  of  Christ  should  be  ^  de 
novo^  in  the  sacrament  of  the  altar,  widioat  any  change  of 
itself^  and  without  ihe  diange  of  any  thing  into  itsd^  yst 
some  change  being  made  about  the  bread,  or  something 
abe."^  They  are  the  words  of  Durand^  Cannot  God  in 
any  sense  make  this  propoaition  true;  *  Thia  Ine^  k  the 
body  of  Christ,^  or,  ^tUs  is  bread  and  Christ^s  body  tooT^ 
If  they  say,  he  cannot,«^then  it  is  a  dear  case,  who  it  sS 
that  denies  Gkid'is  omnipotent.  If  God  can,  then  how  will 
they  foe  able  £Dom  the  words  of  Saiptuie  to  proM  trnasub^ 
stantiation  ?     This  also  would  be  oonadend. 

10.  But  now  ooneerning  impcss3}ihdes,-*-*if  it  abaoliitd^ 
oan  be. evinced,  that  this  doctxine  of  tomsufastant.iati6n  docs 
affirm  oontradicticms,  then  it  is  not  only  an  ioixAeraUe  pea.. 
jucBoe  against  the  doctxine,  as  h  the  ordinary  and  natural 
impossibility ;  but  it  will  be  absolutely'  impossible  to  he  teue^ 
and  it  dnogates  from  God  to  aflGurm  audi  a-  propodtion  m 
leUgion,  and  much  mMoe  to  adopt  it  into  the  body  of  filitli. 
And,  therefoist,  when  St.  Paul  had  ^uottd  that  |dace  of 
Scriptuw;  ^^Heliatii  put  all  titings  under  himr^  he  add% 
^  It  18  evident,  that  het  is  exocpted,  who  did  put  afl  tian^ 
undor  him;^  for  if  this  had  not  been  ao  understood,  ihcn 
be  diould  have  been  under  Inmseli^  and  he  liiat  grre  ilia 
power,  should .  be  lessened,  and  be  iofarior  to  him  idiat 
ceoeiired  it;  which  because  they  infer  impossibfiatMi,  lifae 
those  which  are  consequent  to  tcttisubsteadatbn^  St  Paid 

1"  S.  q.  75.  art.^.  i^.S.  iSesly  4^  Suit.  11.  q.  1, 
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makes  no  more  of  it  but  to  say,  ^  The  ooDtrary  is  mgaiaSsBt^* 
against  the  unHmited  literal  sense  of  the  words.  Now  for 
the  eriction  of  thiS)  these  two  mediums  are  to  be  taloa«. 
l^e  cme^  that  ^this  doctrine  aiQSmM  that  of  the  esseqee^  of 
exiatence  of  a  thing  which  is  (contrary  to  the  essence  ct 
eaustence  of  it,  and  yet  that  the  same  thii^  remains ;  jthat «% 
that  the  essence  remains  without  the  essence^  that  is  wid^ 
out  itself -/—"The  other,  that  *  this  doctrine  makes  a  tlmig  to 
be  and  not  to  be,  at  the  sakne  time  f  I  shall  use  them  both  but 
promiscuously » because  they  are  reduciUk  to  oM. 

11;  The  dodarine  of  transubstaatiation  is  against  the 
nature  and  essence  of  a  body.  Bdhtaiine  seems  aftaid  of 
this;  for  immediately  before,  he  goes  about  to  preiraikat» 
about  ^the  being  of  a  body  in  many  places  at  once;'  he 
iay8%  that  if  the  essence  of  things  were  evidently  and  par« 
tieiikriy  known,  then  we  might  know  what  does  and  what 
does  not  imply  a  eontradictioa ;  but,  *  id  non  satis  constat,*. 
<  there  is  no  certainty  of  that  ;^  by  that  pretended  uncertainty 
makiag^  way,  as  he  hopes,' to  escape  fiom  all  the  pressure  of 
eontiadictions,  that  lie  upon  the  prodigious  phikMophy  of 
tfaia  article :  biit  \re  shall  make  a  shift  so  far  to  understand 
the  essence  of  a  body,  as  to  evince  thb  doetriae  to  befiill<tf 

12.  First ;  For  Chiistls  body,  his  ni^ural  body  is  changed 
mto  a  spiritual  body;  and  it  is  not  now  a  natural  body  but  • 
spiritual;  and,  therefore,  cannot  be  now  in  the  sacrament 
after  a  natural  manner,  because  it  is  so  no  whore;  and)  there^ 
fiore,  not  there  ;  ^*  It  is  sown  a  natural  body ;  it  is  raiaed  s 
spiritual  body.^^  And,  therefore,  diougfa  this  spirituality  be 
.not  a  change  of  one  substance  into  another,  yetitisaoa 
diange  of  the  same  substance,  that  it  hath  kiat  all  thoae 
scddents,  which  were  not  per&ctiTe  nor  eonslitutive,  but 
impedEect  and  sqiarable  from  the  body ;  and,  therefore,  in  no 
aeose  of  natuve  can  it  be  m«ndneated>  And  here  is  the  first 
contra^ction.  The  body  of  Christ  is  the  sacrament.  The 
flsme'body  is  in  heaiven.  In  heaven  it  cannot  be  bmken 
naturally;  in  the  sacrament,  they  eay,  it  is  broken  naturaMy 
and  properly ;  thetiefore,  the  oame  body  is  and  is  not,  it  can 
and  it  cannot  be  broken.     To  this  they  answer,  that  ^  this  is 
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broken  under  the  species  of  bread ;  not  in  itself  ;*  Well  t  is  it 
broken,  or  is  it  not  broken?  let  it  be  broken  under  what 
it  will, — ^if  it  be  broken,  the  thing  is  granted.  For  if  being 
broken  under  the  spedes,  it  be  meant  that  the  species  be 
broken  alone,  and  not  the  body  of  Christ, — then  tibey  take 
away  in  one  hand,  when  they  reach  forth  with  the  other. 
This  bdng  a  better  argument,  ^  The  species  only  are  broken, 
the  species  are  not  Christ's  body,  therefore,  Christ-s  body  is 
not  broken :'  better  I  say  than  this,  <  The  body  of  Christ  is 
under  the  species;  the  species  alone  are  broken;  therefore^ 
the  body  of  Christ  is  broken.^  For  how  can  the  breaking  of 
species  or  accidents  infer  the  breaking  of  Christ^s  body, 
unless  the  accidents  be  Christ's  body,  or  inseparable  from  it ; 
or  rajther  how  can  the  breaking  of  the  accidents  infer  the 
breaking  of  Christ^s  body,  when  it  cannot  be  broken  ?  To 
this  I  desire  a  clear  and  intelligible  answer.  Add  to  this, 
how  can  species,  that  is,  accidents,  be  broken,  but  when 
a  substance  is  brokai  ?  for  an  accident,  properly,  such  ai^ 
smell,  colour,  taste,  hath  of  itself  no  solid  and  consbtent,. 
nor  indeed  any  fluid  parts, — ^nothing  whereby  it  can  be 
broken,  and  have  a  part  divided  from  a  part ;  but  as  the  sub* 
stance,  in  which  the  accident  is  subjected,  becomes  divided^ 
so  do  the  inherent  accidents ;  but  no  otherwise :  and  if  thia 
cannot  be  admitted,  men  cannot  know  what  one:  another  say 
or  mean ;  they  can  have  no  notices  of  things  or  regular  -pto^ 
positions. 

•  18.  Secondly;  but  I  demand,  when  we  speak  of  a  body, 
what  we  mean  by  it  P  For,  in  all  discourses  and  interooursea 
of.  mankind,  by  words  we  must  agree  concerning  each  oiber*s 
meaning:  when  we  speak  of  a  body,  of  a  substance,  of  an 
accident,  what  does  mankind  agree  to  mean  by  these  words  ^ 
All  the  philosojAers,  and  all  the  wise  men  in  the  world, 
when  they  divide  a  substance  from  an  accident,  mean  by  a 
substance,  that  which  can  subsist  in  itself,  without  a  subject 
of  inherence. 

But  an  accident  is  ^'  that,  whose  very  essence  is  to  be  in^ 
another"":^  when  they  speak  of  a  body  and  separate  it  from 
a  spirit,  they  mean  that   a  spirit  ^  that,  which  hath  no( 

n  Aristot.  lib.  i.  posterior  c.  6.  et  lib.  ii.  c.  10.  Metaph.  lib.  vi.  e.  4. 
Idem  si^ificatur  per  ipaum  nomen  ^u/cMn»»t  t  quod  abit  cum  lubstantifij 
hikxifitiWi  receptum  sciUce^  ia  BubjeptQ.    AcQiihftiu  quod  accidit. 
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matentiy  diviuUe  pacts,  physicallj ;  that  whidi  hath  nothing^ 
of  that  which  makes  a  body,  that  is,  extension,  limitation  by 
lines,  and  superficies. and  material  measures.  The  very  first 
notion  and  conception  of  things  teaches  all  men,  that  what  is 
drcumscribed  and  measured  by  his  proper  place,  is  there  and: 
no  where  dse.  For  if  it  could  be  there,  and  be  in  another 
place,  it  were  two,  and  not  one.  A  finite  spirit  can  be  but  in 
one  place,  but  it  is  thare  without  circumscription;  that  is,  it 
hath  no  parts  measured  by  the  parts  of  a  place ;  but  is  there 
after  another  manner  than  a  body,  that  is,  it  is  in  every  part 
of  his  defimtion  or  spiritual  location.  So  it  is  said,  a  soul  is 
in  the  whole  body ;  not  that  a  part  of  it  is  in  the  hand,  and  a 
part  of  it  in  the  eye,  but  it  is  whole  in  the  whole,  and  whole 
in  every  part ;  and  it  is  true  that  it  is  so,  if  it  be  wholly 
immateriid:  because  that  which  is  spiritual  and  immaterial^ 
cannot  have  material  parts.  But  when  we  speak  of  a  body, 
all  the  world  means  that,  which  hath  a  finite  quantity,  and  is 
determined  to  one  place.  This  was  the  philosophy  of  all 
the  world,  taught  in  all  the  schools  of  the  Christians  and 
heathens,  even  of  all  mankind,  till  the  doctrine  of  transub- 
stantiation  was  to  be  nursed  and  maintained,  and  even  after 
it  was  born,  it  could  not  be  forgotten  by  them,  who  were 
bound  to  keep  it.  And  I  appeal  to  any  man  of  the  Roman 
persuasion,  if  they  can  show  me  any  ancient  philosopher, 
Greek,  or  Roman,  or  Christian  of  any  nation, — ^who  did  not 
believe  it  to  be  essential  to  the  ^  being  of  a  body  to  be  in  one 
place :'  and  Amphitruo  in  the  old  comedy,  had  reason  to  be 
angry  with  Sosia  upon  this  point. 

Tun'  id  dicere  audes  ?  quod  nemo  unquam  homo  antebac 
y  iditj  nee  potest  fieri/  tempore  uno^ 
Homo  idem  duobus  locis  ut  simul  sit  ^  ? 

And,  therefore,  to  make  the  body  of  Christ  to  be  in  a  thou- 
sand places  at  once,  and  yet  to  be  but  one  body, — to  be  in 
heaven,  and  to  be  upon  so  many  altars,-— to  be  on  the  altar  in 
so  many  round  wafers, — ^is  to  make  a  body  to  be  a  spirit,  and 
to  make  a  finite  to  be  infinite ;  for  nothing  can  be  so  but  an 
infinite  Spirit. 

14.  Neither  will  it  be  sufficient  to  fly  here  to  God's  omni-. 
policy :   for  Grod  can  indeed  make  a  body  to  be  a  spirit ; 

•  Plant.  Amphitr.  act.  2.  w.  1. 16.    Sclunicder,  p.  40. 
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Imt  can  it  consist  witli  the  Divine  Being,  to  make  an  infinite 
substance?  Can  there  possibly  be  two  categorematical^  diat 
fs^  positive  substatitial  infinites?  or  can  it  be  that  a  finite 
should,  remaining  fitiite,  yet  not  be  finite,  but  indefinite  and 
in  iniiumerable  places  at  once '  f  God  can  new  create  the 
body,  and  diange  it  info  a  spirit ;  but  can  a  body,  remaining 
A  body,  be  at  the  same  time  a  spirit  ?  or  can  it  be  a  body;  and 
yet  not  be  in  a  place  ?  is  it  not  determined  so,  that  remaining 
in  a  place  it  cannot  be  out  of  it?  If  these  things  could  be 
otherwise,  then  the  same  thing,  at  the  same  time,  could  be  A 
body  and  a  spirit, — limited  and  unlimited, — ^wholly  in  "ft 
place,  and  wholly  out  of  it,— finite  and  infimte,>*4  body, 
and  yet  no  body,^-one,  and  yet  many, — the  same,  and  not 
the  same, — that  is,  it  should  not  be  itself.  Now,  although 
God  can  change  any  thing  from  being  the  thing  it  is,  to 
become  another  thing, — ^yet  is  it  not  a  contradiction  to  say, 
it  should  be  the  same  it  is,  and  yet  not  the  same  ?  These  are 
the  essential,  immediate  consequents  of  supposing  a  body 
remaining  a  body,  whose  essence  it  is  to  be  finite  and  deter* 
mined  in  one  placd,  can  yet,  so  remaining,  be  in  a  thousand 
places. 

Thirdly;  the  Socinians  teach,  that  our  bodies  at  the 
jMurrection  shall  be  (as  they  say  Christ's  body  now  is) 
changed  substantially.  For  corruptible  and  incorruptible, 
mortal  and  immortal,  natural  and  spiritual,  are  substantial 
differences:  and  now  our  bodies  being  natural,  corruptible, 
And  mortal,  differ  substantially  from  bodies  spiritual,  im- 
mortal, and  incorruptible,  as  they  shall  be  hereidTter,  and  as 
the  body  of  our  "Lord  now  is.  Now  I  am  sure,  the  church  of 
Rome,  allows  not  of  this  doctrine  in  these;  neither  have 
they  reason  for  it ;  but  do  they  not  admit  that  *  in  hypothesi,' 
which  they  deny  ^  in  thed  T  For  is  it  not  a  perfect  change 
of  substance,  that  a  body  from  finite  is  changed  to  be  at 
least  potentially  infinite,  from  being  determined  in  one  plac^ 
to  be  indefinite  and  indeterminable  ?  To  lose  aU  his  essential 
properties  must  needs  infer  a  substantial  change  *> ;  and  thai 
it  is  of  the  essence  of  a  body  to  be  in  once  place,  at  least  w 


"Otn^  0^ftmri  mwi Amu  ifit/MMvv^  Iv  ^fXiU^t  «4  mvtJ  IfXit  ^mi  hmt)  tl  fA^  Urt^  r* 
imea^M,    FloUn«  Kb.  de  Anioi.  apud  Euseb^  jpnepar,  Bvaag*  lib*  !&• 


4  Qttomodo  erlt  sol  splendore  privatus  ?  vel  quomodo  erit  splendor,  nisi 
sol  sit  £  quo  deflaat  ?  Ignis  verd  quomodo  erit  jcalore  cMtni  ?  Vf  1  calor  undo 
manabit,  nisi  ab  %iie  ?  Cyrit«  Alex^  lib.  i.  in  1.  c.  Job. 
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esseMial  propriety,  they  Inll  not, .  I  ^ppose^  be  tto  impudent 
as  to  deny,  since  they  fly  to  the  Divine  omnipotency  and  a 
perpetual  miracle,  to  make  it  be  otherwise :  which  is  a  plain* 
demoBslmtioB,  that  natuiuHy  it  is  so ;  this,  therefore,  they  are 
td  answer,  if  they  can. 

15.  But  kt  us  see,  what  Christian  pMldsophy  teaches  us 
k»  tUs  pi^tieular.  St«  Austin  is  a  good  probable  doctor,  and' 
may  be  trusted  for  a  proposition  in  *  natural  philosophy. 
These  are  his  conclusions  in  this  artide.  **  Corpora  quas 
non  possuttt  esse  nisi  in  looo';^  **  Bodies  cannot  be,  but  In 
their  place.^-^-^  Angustias  omnipot^tise  corpora  patiuntur ; 
liee  ubique posstint  esse,  nee  semper;  Diviiiitas  autem  ubiqu^ 
praestd  est*  {^  **  The  divinity  is  present  every  where ;  but 
liot  faodies,-^^they  ar6  not  omnipotent:^  meaning,  it  is  a  pro- 
priety* of  God  to  be  m  many  places,  an'eflTect  of  his  omni- 
potence.—*But  more  plainly  yet;  ^  Spatia  locorum  toUe  cor- 
poiibuSj  et  nusquam  erunt;  et  quia  nusquam  erunt,  nee 
erunt  ;^  **  If  you  take  from  bbdies  the  spaces  of  place,  they 
will  be  no  where,  and  if  they  be  no  where,  they  will  not  be 
St  alPf'-^-^nd  to  apply  tMs  to  the  present  question,  he 
sffirms,  ^  Christus  homo,  secundiim  corpus,  in  loco  est,  et 
deloeo-migrat;  et  cum  ad  alium  locum  venerit,  in  eo  loco 
made  venit,  non  ^t  •  :^  "  Christ,  as  maft,  according  to  the 
body,  is  in  a  place,  and  goes  from  a  jisade;  and  when  he 
edmes  to  another  place,  is  not  in  the  place  from  whence  he 
came.''— For  besides  that  so  to  do  is  of  the  verity  of  Christ's 
body,  that  it  should  have  the  same  affections  with  ours ; 
according  as  it  is  insisted  upon  in  divers  places  of  the 
Scripture,  particularly,  St.  Luke,  xxiv.  39 ;  it  is  also  in  the 
teme  pbtce,  and  in  the  story,  apparent,  that  the  taite  tras  not 
altered  after  the  resurrection,  but  Christ  moved  finitely  by 
dimensions,  and  change  of  places.  So  Theodoret*;  **  Domi- 
nicum  corpus  incorruptibile  resurrexit,  et  impatibile,  et  im- 
mcHTtale,  et  divinsL  glori&  glorificatum  est,  et  k  coelestibus 
adoratur  potestatibus ;  corpus  tamen  est,  priorem  habens  cir- 
eumscriptiottem  r''  *^  Christ's  body  even  after  the  resurrection 
is  eireumscribed  as  it  was  before."  And,  therefore,  as  it  is 
impious  to  deny  God  to  be  invisible :  so  it  is  profane,  not  to 

'  fisim.  Doiii.  moote.  c.  9.  ■  In  PiaL  hixvi.  t  £p.  67«    ' 

«Tkae(*SKiiiMMn*  x  Dtftk  s«     . 
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believe  and  profess  the  Son  of  God,  in  bis  assumed- bamilityt 
to  be  visible,  corporeal,  and  local,  after  the  resurrection :  it  is 
the  saying  of  St.  Austin^. 

.  16.  And  I  would  fain  know  how  it  will  be  answered*  that, 
they  attribute  to  the  body  of  Christ,  which  is  his  own  crea- 
ture, the  incommunicable  attribute  of  ubiquity,  ^ther  actually 
or  potentially.  For  let  them  say,  is  it  not. an  attribute^ of 
God  to  be  unlimited,  and  to  be  undefined  by  places '  ?  St. 
Austin  says  it,  and  it  is  affirmed  by  natural  reason,  and  all 
the  world  attributes  this  to  God,  as  a  propriety  of  his  own. 
\i  it  be  not  his  own,  then  all  the  world  hath  been  always 
deceived,  till  this  new  generation  arose.  If  it  be,  let  them 
fear  the  horrid  consequent  of  giving  that  to  a  creature, 
which  is  the  glory  of  the  Creator.  And  if  they  think  to 
escape  by  saying,  that  they  do  not  attribute  to  it  actual 
ubiquity,  but  potential, — ^that  is,  that  though  he  be  not,  yet  ' 
he  may  be  every  where; — ^let  it  be  considered,  if  the  argu-^ 
ment  of  the  fathers  was  good  (by  which  they  proved  the 
Divinity  of  the  Holy  Ghost),  *  Thb  is  every  where ;  therefore 
this  is  God;'  is  it  not  also  as  good  to  say,  '  This  may  be 
every  where:  therefore  this  may  be  God?^  And  then  it  will 
be  altogether  as  bad,  as  any  thing  can  be  imagined :  for  it 
makes  the  incommunicable  attribute  of  Grod  to  be  oommuni* 
cable  to  a  creature :  and  not  only  so,  but  it  is  worse ;  for  it 
makes,  that  an  actual  creature  may  be  a  potential  god,  that  is, 
that  there  can  be  a  god,  which  is  not  eternally  a  god,  that  is 
not  a  pure  act, — a  god  that  is  not  yet,  but  that  shall  have  a 
beginning  in  time. 

17.  Fourthly;  There  was  not,  in  all  school  divinity,  nor 
in  the  old  philosophy,  nor  in  nature,  any  more  than  three 
natural  proper  ways  of  being  in  a  place,  ^  circumscriptive,^ 
*  definitive,'  *  repletivil.'  .  The  body  of  Christ  is  not  in  the 
sacrament  ^circumscriptively;'*  because  there  he  could  be  but 
in  one  altar,  in  one  wafer.  It  is  not  there  *  definitively,'  for 
the  same  reason,  because  to  be  definitively  in  a  place  is  to  be 
in  it,  so  as  to  be  there,  and  no  where  else. — ^And  both  these 
are  affirmed  by  their  own  Turrecremata  * :  it  remains,  that  it 
must  be  *  repletive'  in  many  places,  which  we  use  to  attribute 

y  Lib.  de  Essent.  Divinit. 
*  'Eyi^  y,  I  9tw  Vrjy  t^y*9,  $tft}  ittivr»x*^, — Stob,  tit.  iii.  Giot.p.  117. 
*  Saper  Deciet.  9.  part,  de  Conaeciat.  d.  8.  cap.  Quid  lit. 
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to  Grod  only,  and  it  is  that  manner  of  bdng  in  a  place,  by 
which  God  is  distinguished  from  his  creatures:  but  now  a 
fourth  word  must  be  invented,  and  that  is  *  sacramentaliter ;' 
Chrisfs  body  is,  ^  sacramentally,'  in  more  places  than  one; 
which  is  very  true,  that  is,  the  sacrament  -  of  Chrisf  s  body  is ; 
and  so. is  hiS'body  figuratively,  tropically,  representatively  in- 
being,  and  really  in  effect  and  blessing.-  But  this  is  not  a  niu 
tural,  real  being  in  a  place,  but  a  relation  to  a  person;  the 
Qtherc  three  are  all  the  manners  of  location,  which  the  soul  of 
ipan  could  yet  ever  apprehend. 

18.  Fifthly ;  It  is  essential  to  a  body  to  have  '  partem 
extra  partem,^  ^one  part  without  the  other,^  answering  to  the 
parts  of  his  place ;  for  so  the  eyes  stand  separate  from  the 
hands,  and.  the  ears  from  the  feet,  and  the  head  from  the 
belly.  But  in  transubstantiation^  the  whole  body  is  in  a 
point,  in  a  '  minimum  naturale/  in  the  least  imaginable  crumb 
c^.  conseorated  bread :  •  howj  then,  shall  nose  and  eyes,  and 
head  and  hands,  be  distinct,  unless  the  mutiny  of  the 
manbers  be  reconciled,  and  all  parties  pleased?  because  the 
feet  shall  be  the  eyes,  and  the  leg  shall  be  the  head,  and 
possess  each  other's  dimension  and  proper  cells  of  dwelling. 
*  Quod  ego  non  credo,^  said  an  ancient  gloss^  I  will  not 
insist  upon  the  unworthy  questions,  which  this  carnal  doc- 
trine introduces,  viz.,  whether  Chrisf s  whole  body  be  so 
there,  that  the  prepuce  is  not  wanting  ?  Suarez%  supposing 
that  as  probable,  others  denying  it,  but  disputing  it  fiercely; 
neither  will  I  make  scrutiny  concerning  Christ's  bones,  guts, 
hair,  and  nails;  nor  suppose  the  Roman  priests  to  be  such 
xapx<^po^ovresj  and  to  have  such  ^  saws  in  their  mouths  f  these 
are  appendages  of  their  persuasion,  but  to  be  abominated  by 
all  Christian  and  modest  persons,  who  use  to  eat  not  the 
bodies,  but  the  fiesh  of  beasts,  and  not  to  devour,  but  to 
worship  the  body  of  Christ  in  the  exaltation,  and  more  in  the 
union  with  his  Divinity.  .  But  that  which  I  now  insist  upon 
is,  that,  in  a  body,  there  cannot  be  indistinction,  of  parts,  but 
each  must  possess  his  own  portion  of  place;  and,  if  it  does 
not,  a  body  cannot  be  a  body,  nor  distinguished  from  a 
spirit. 

19.  Sixthly;  When  a  body  is  broken  into  half,  one  half 

^>  In  Decret<:de.ConcU.dist  3.  ubi  pars  in  Glossst. 
s  In  Thorn,  torn,*  iii.  disp.  51. 
VOL.  X.  » 
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i^  sepbUMe  Sfi&tA  iiMh«r,  ftUd  ^eil^tis  divided ;  "but,  Ifi  the 
doctrine  of  transubstantiatiotf;  the  wafef,  which,  they  say,  is 
Christ's  whole  body,— -if  it  be  broken,  is  broken  iflto  two 
^hole  ones,  not  intd  the  hidves  of  otie;  ahd  do  thei^  shdl  b« 
two  bodies,  if  each  half  make  otie^  afid  yet  thbse  two  bodieft 
are-  but  one,  and  not  two*  Add  to  thi»,  if  each  Wftfer  bi^ 
Christ^s  body  whole,  and  the  faction  of  it  makes,  thaft  ^yery 
•psat  is  whole  Cbrii^  i  then  eveiy  e(»nmunieant  can  eoiisecrald 
as  well  fts  the  priest;  ^^  At  hi»  tevaking  the  hOftt  iii  hfil 
mouth,  why  the  body  should  not  also  become  whote  t6  tuii 
fBTt  iii  the  mouth,  as  well  lis  to  each  part  in  the  hand,  i§  one 
6t  the  unintelligible  secrets  of  thid  mystery. 

5tO.  Aquinas  says,  that  <<  The  body  of  Christ  is  tiot  in  thitt 
daerament,  in  the  manner  of  a  body^  but  of  a  substance,  and 
so  Is  whole  in  the  whole r^  well;  suppose  that  for  a  while! 
yet,  1.  Those  substances  which  are  '  wh61e  in  the  whole/  are^ 
by  his  own  doctrine,  neither  divisible  nbr  multiplicable ;  and 
how,  then,  can  Christ^s  body  be  suppdsM  to  be  multiplicabte^j 
(for  there  are  no  other  words  to  express-  my  meaning,  though 
no  words  can  speak  sense  according  to  theii:  doctrine,  woidil 
not  signifying  here  as  every  where  else,  and  among  them  as 
they  did  always  in  all  mankind),  how  can  it,  Isay,  be  multi- 
plied, by  the  breaking  of  the  wafer  or  bread,  upon  the  ao 
eount  of  the  likeness  of  it  to  a  substance  that  cannot  be 
broken,  or  if  it  couldj  yet  were  not  multipliable  ?  Qut,  S.  If 
Christ^s  body  be  there,  according  to  the  manner  of  a  i$ub^ 
stance,  not  of  a  body,  I  demand  according  to  the  nature  of 
what  substance,  whether  of  a  material  or  an  immaterial?  If 
ttcoording  to  the  nature  of  a  material  substance,  then  it  is 
Commensurate  by  the  dimensions  t)f  quantity,  which  he  in 
ftow  ^deavouring  to  avoid.  If  according  to  the  nature  of  an 
immaterial  substance,  then  it  id  not  a  body,  but  a  spirit ;  or 
else  the  body  may  have  the  being  of  k  spirit,  whilst  it  temains 
a  body,  that  is,  be  a  body,  and  not  a  body,  at  the  dtoie  t&ne. 
But,  8.  To  say  that  a  body  is  there,  not  according  to  the 
Mature  of  a  body,  but  of  a  *  substance,'  is  not  sense ;  for 
beddes  that,  by  this  answer,  it  is  a  body  without  the  nature 
of  a  body,  it  says  that  it  is  also  there  determined  by  a  man- 

d  Corpus  Christ!  est  multiplicatum  ad  omne  punctiim  hostis.  Tho.  Wal- 
dens.  torn.  ii.  c.  55«  lilaltiplu^tio  corporis  Cbristi  facta  est  su^stantiaUter  ad 
omne  punctum  hostice.   Id. 
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ner,  and  jet  that  manner  is  so  fkr  from  determining  it^  that  it 
makes  it  yet  more  undetermined  and  general  than  it  was. 
For  ^  substance^  is  the  highest  genus  in  that  category:  and 
^eoipus'  or  <  body'  is  under  it,  and  made  more  special  fay  H 
snpmdded  difference.  To  say,  therefore,  that  a  body  is  there 
after  the  manner  of  a  substance,  is  to'  say,  that,  by  being  qse* 
dfieated,  limited,  and  detmnined,  it  beooines  not  a  qiecies,  but 
a  genus,'— that  is,  more  unlimited  by  limitations,  more  gene# 
Heal  by  his  specification,  more  univenal  by  bemg  made  more 
partieukr.  For  impossible  is  it  for  wise  men  to  make  seose  of 
this  bunness.  8.  But  besides  all  this,  to  be  in  a  place  after 
the  manner  of  a  substance,  is  not  to  be  in  a  place  at  all:  for 

*  substantia*  hath  in  it  no  relaticm  to  a  place,  till  it  be  spe- 
dfieated  to  a  body  or  a  spirit ;  for  <  substantia  dicit  solum  for« 
maiitatem  substandi  accidentibus  et  subsistendi  per  sef  but 
the  capacity  of,  or  relation  to,  a  place,  is  by  the  specification  o£ 
it  by  some  substantial  difference.  4.  Lastly;  to  explicate  th^ 
beiog  in  a  place,  in  the  manner  of  a  substance,  by  being  whole 
in  the  whole,  and  whole  in  every  piEort,  k  to  say,  that  every 
substance  is  so ;  which  is  notoriously  false :  for  corporal  sub* 
stances  are  not  so ;  whether  spiritual  be,  is  a  question  not  proper 
for  thiis  place. 

SI.  Aquinas*  hath  yet  another  device  to  make  all  whcle,--* 
saying,  that  one  body  cannot  be  in  divers  places  *  localiteTt* 
but  <  sacramentaliter,^  not  '  locally,*  but  <  sacramentally/'^--* 
But  first  I  wish  the  words  were  sense,  and  that  I  could  teU 
the  meaning  of  being  in  a  place  locally,  and  not  locally-^ 
unless  a  thing  can  be  in  a  place  and  not  in  a  plaoe,— -that  ia, 
so  to  be  in,  that  it  is  also  out :  iHit  so  long  as  it  is  a  distinc- 
tion, it  is  no  matter,  it  will  amuse  and  make  way  to  escape 
if  it  will  do  nothing  else.  But  if,  by  being  sacramentally  in 
many  places,  is  meant  'figuratively,'  as  before  I  explicated 
it,  then  I  grant  Aquinas's  afilrmative f^hrist's  body  ia  in 
many  places  sacramentally,  that  is,  it  is  represented  upon  aU 
the  holy  tables  or  altars  in  the  Christian  church.     But  if  by 

*  sacramentally'  he  means  •  naturally  and  properly,'  then  he 
contradicts  himself:  for  that  is  it  he  must  mean  by  '  localiter,' 
if  he  means  any  thing  at  all.  But  it  matters  not  what  h^ 
means;  for  it  is  suflident  to  me,  that  he  only  says  it,  and 

•  In  4  Sent.  d.  44.  q. 8«ait.  8»  q.  8. 
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proves  it  not ;  and  that  it  is  not  sense ;  and,  lastly,  that  Bel- 
larmine  confutes  it^,  as  not  being  home  enough  to  his  purpose, 
but  a  direct  destruction  of  the  fancy  of  transubstantiation : 
f.^  Si  noh  possit  esse  unum  corpus  ^  localiter^  in  dupbis  lods^ 
quia  diVideretur  k  seipso,  prefects  non  esse  possit  *  sacramen- 
taiiter,^  efidem  ratione.''^  I  might  make  advantage  of  this 
fiontestation  between  two  so  great  patrons  of  transubstantiation, 
if  I  did  need  it ;  For  Aquinas  says,  that  a  body  cannot  be  in 
two  places  at  once^  locally.  Bdlarmine  says,  that  neither  can 
it  <  saicramentally ;'  it  w^re  easy,  then,  to  infer  that  therefore 
it  is  in  two  places,  no  way  in  the  world.  But  I  shall  not  need 
this;    '  .  - 

:  22.  Seventhly:  For  there  is  a  new  heap  of  impossibilities^ 
if  we  should  reckcm  that  which  follows  from  the  multiplica- 
tion of  totdities ;  I  mean  of  *  the  body  of  Christ,'  which  is 
oiie  continual  substance,  *  one  in  itsdf,  and  divided  fkom 
every  thing  else^^  as  all  .unity  is;  and  yet  every  wafer,  con- 
jsecrated,  is  the  whole  body  of  Christ,  and  yet  that  body  is 
but  one,  and  the  wafers,  which  are  not  one,  are,  every  one  of 
them,  Christ^s  body.  And  how  is  it  possible,  that  Chrisfs 
body  should  be  in  heaven,  and  between  it  and  us  are  many 
other  bodies  interposed,  and  his  body  is  in  none  of  the  inter- 
medials, and  that  his  body  should  be  also  here,  andjretnot 
joined  to  that,  either  by  continuity  or  contiguity,  wd  the 
isame  body  should  be  a  thousand  miles  off,  and  ten  thousand 
bodies  between  them  ^  and  yet  all  this  be  but  aae ;  that  is,  how 
can  it  be  two,  and  yet  beone  ?  For  how  shall  any  man  reckon 
two?  How  can  he  know,  that  two  glasses  of  wine  are  not  one  ? 
We  see  theni  in  two  places,  their  cpntinuity  divided ;  there  is 
an  intermedial  distance,  and  other  bodies  interposed,  and 
therefore  we,  silly  men,  usually  say  they  are  two;  but  it  is 
strange  to  see,  a  man  may  be  confident  and  yet  without  reason^ 
when  he  Hath  not  y^  enough  to  tell  two.  But  then  there  is 
oiot  in  nature  any  way  for  a  man  to  tell  two,  if  this  principle  be 
ttaken  from  us. 

It  will  also  be  an  infinite,  impossible  contradiction,  which 
follows  the  being  of  a  body  in  two  places  at  once ;  upon  this 
account :  for  it  will  infer  that  the  same  body  is,  at  the  same 
time,  in  the  sasoe  respect,  in  order  to  the  same  place,  both 

f  Euch.  Ub.  iii.  c.  S.  secUQuidamtamen.    Ibid*  sect.  Adde  quod* 
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actually  and  potentially,  that  is^  possessed  and  not  poi^sessed. 
of  it,  and  ^  may  go  to  that  place,  where  it  is  ah*eady .  For 
suppose  a  body  at  St.  Omers>  and  the  same  body,  at  the  same 
time,  at  Douay ;  then  that  body,  which  is  actually  at  St* 
Omers,  may  yet,  at  the  same  time,  be  going  from  Douay 
ttddier;  and  then  he  is,  at  the  same  time,  there  and  not 
there,  at  his  joumey^s  end,  and  yet  on  the  way  thither;  that 
is,  in  disposition  and  tendency  to  that  place,  where  he  19 
akeady  actually,  and  whither  he  is  arrived  before  he  set  oyt 
and  began  his  journey  ;  and  goes  away  from  Douay  before  he 
leaves  it. 

Add  to  this,  that  to  be  in  two  places  at  once,  makes  this 
same  thing,  which  is  contained,  in  divers  places,  to  be  con* 
tained  in  none.  For  as  to  be  in  a  place  like  a>body,  is  to  be 
contained  in  that  place;  so  to  be  contained  in  that  place,  is 
to  be  terminated  or  bounded  by  that  place;  but  whatsoever 
is  bounded  by  a  thing,  is  not  without  or  beyond  that  bounds ; 
it  follows,  therefore,  that  if  a  body  can  be  entirely  without 
or  beyond  that  place,  in  which  it  is  contained,  that  is  without, 
die  bounds,  then  it  is  bounded  and.not  bounded,  it  is  ccmtained. 
and  not  contained ;  that  is,  it  is  contained  by  divers,  and  it  is 
contained  by  none. 

^  23.  But .  how  can  any  thing  be  divided  from  itself  wholly  ?. 
for  dther  it  must  be  where  it  is  not,  or  else  it  must  be  two. 
The  wit  of  man  cannot  devise  a  shift  to  make  this  seem 
possible. .  But  Bellarmine  can^;  for  he  says  there  .is  a  double 
ihdivision,  or  unity,  or  being:  an  intrinsicid  andan  extrinsical, 
a  local  and  an  essential;  now  of  these  one. can  be  without 
the  other:  and  though  a  body  have  but  one  unity  essential,, 
because  it  can  be  but  one  body,  yet  it  may  have  more  extrin« 
sical  or  local  beings.  This  is  the  full  sense  of  his  device,  if, 
at  least,  there  be  any  sense  in  it.  But  besides  that  this 
distinction  is  no  where  taught  in  any  philosophy,  a  c^ild  of 
his  own,  still-bom,  not  offered  to  be  proved  or  made  credible ; . 
it  is,  if  it  be  brought  into  open  view  from  without  the  curtains 
of  a  formal  distinction,  just  as  if  he  had  said,  ^  Whereas  you 
object,  that  one  thing  can  be  but  in  one  place,  for. whatsoever 
is  in  two  places  is  two  bodies ;  you  are  deceived ;  for  it  is 
true,  that  one  body  can  be  but  one,  but  yet  it  may  be  two  in 

9  Euch.  lib.  iii.  c.  3«  sect.  Sed  hsec  ratio,  et  c.  4.  sect.  Sed  media  via, 


38  OF   THE   REAL   PRESENCE   OF   CHRIST 

respect  of  place ;  that  isy  it  is  but  One  in  nature,  but  it  may 
be  in  two  places ;  and  so  you  are  confuted/ — ^But  then  if  X 
should  reply, .  ^  This  answer  is  but  to  deny  the  conclusioii, 
and  affirms  the  thing  in  question;^  there  were  no  more  to  be 
KBuid.  For  that  one  thing  in  nature  catmot  have  two  adequate 
{daces,  at  tlie  oame  time,  was  the  conclusion  of  my  argumMt; 
Imd  the  answvr  is,  <  It  can  have  two,  and  this  id  all  is  said/ 
5S.  But  then  I  would  fain  know  what  Warrant  there  is  for  th^ 
te6l  distinction  of  ^  esse  essentiale^  and  *  esse  locale'  of 
bodies,  as  if  they  wer^  two  distinct,  separable  bemgs; 
whereas  quantity  is  inseparable  from  bodies,  and  measiure 
frcikn  continual  quantities,  and  to  be  in  a  place  h  nothing  but 
to  have  his  quantity  measured'^*  8.  To  be  in  a  place,  ia  die 
telmination  or  limit  of  a  quantitative  body,  and  makes  it  not 
to  be  infinite:  and  if  this  can  be  separated  by  a  distinction 
fix>m  a  finite  body,  then  something  is  said;  but  if  a  finke 
body  must  be  finite  and  not  infinite,  then  to  be  determined 
by  a  place,  the  proper  determination  or  definition  of  a  quan« 
titative  body,  is  not  separable  from  it.  4.  If  any  man  should 
say  that  one  person  cannot  be  together  in  two  several  times. 
Ho  more  than  in  two  several  places;  this  distinction  would 
fetch  him  in  to  be  of  two  times  together;  for  there  is  a 
double  indivision,  one  in  re&pect  of .  essence,  the  other,  in 
respect  of  duration,  *-^  that  intriniacal,  this  extimsical; 
though  one  man  or  body  hath  but  one  being  or  essence 
intrinsical  and  essential,  yet  he  may  have  mere  extrinsical, 
accidental,  and  temporary.  And  feaUy  the  case,  as  to  this 
distinction,  is  all  one,  and  so  it  is  to  the  argument  too:  far 
as  two  times  cannot  be  together,  because  of  their  successive 
nature,  so  neither  can  two  places  be  adapted  at  once  to  one 
body,  because  of  their  continual  and  united  nature:  unity 
and  quantity  continual  being  as  essential  to  quantiti^i^ 
l)odies,  as  succession  is  to  them,  who  are  measured  by  time. 
£.  If  one  body  may  possess  and  fiU  two  {daces  citcuznscripf 
tivdy,  so  that  it  is  commensurate  to  both  of  them,  or  to  as 
many  moi^  as  it  shall  chance  to  be  in,  t^en  snppbse  a  body 
of  five  feet  long  is  in  a  place  at  Rome,  at  ValiadoUd,  at 
Paris,  and  at  London,  in  each  of  these  {daces  it  must  £11 « 


^  Substantias   enim  facis^  quibus  loca    assignas.    Tertul.   c.  41.    coDtr. 
Herm<»p. 
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qsace  of  five  feet  bug,  because  it  is  fdways  commensurate  to 
ilk  place :  it  will  follow,  that  a  body  but  of  five  feet  long  shall 
ill  up  the  room  of  twenty  feet ;  which  whether  it  implies  not 
a  contradietioii,  that  the  awne  body  should  be  but  fiye  feet 
kng,  and  jret,  at  tlie  same  time,  be  twenty  feet  long  of  the 
same  noeasure,— let  all  the  geometricians  judge.  This  is 
sui^  a  device,  that  as  one  said  of  the  witty  drunkenness  and 
arts  of  the  symposiac  amcmg  the  Greeks,  that  amongst  them 
lb  duBoe  could  not  be  drunk:  so,  in  this  device,  a  man  had 
seed  be  very  cunning  to  speak  such  nonsense,  and  make 
Jiimself  believe  those  things,  whidi  are  against  the  concep- 
tions of  all  men  in  the  world,  till  this  new  doctrine  turned 
thei^  hiains,— -'land  make  new  proportions  and  new  affirmatives 
out  of  old  impossibilities.  But  these  people,  in  all  this  affiiir, 
deal  with  mankind  as  if  they  were  b^ts,  and  not  reasonable 
ercatuces ;  or  as  if  all  their  disciples  were  babies  or  fools,  and 
that  to  them  *  it  is  lawful  to  say  any  thing,  and  haiHui^  no 
trnderstaiiding  of  their  own,  they  are  to  efform  them  as  they 
please. 

But  to  this  objection  it  is  answered,  that  it  may  have 
a  doable  sense :  that  a  body  of  five  feet  long  may  fill  the 
ipaee  of  five  feet.  One ;  ^^  So,  as  the  magnitude  of  such  a 
body  should  be  commensurate  to  that  place,  and  so  a  body  of 
five  feet  cannot  fill  up  the  spaces  of  twenty  feet:  but  another 
way  is,  so  as  the  magnitude  of  the  body  should  not  be  eooft- 
meninirate,  but  only  to  the  space  of  five  feet,  but  yet  the 
same  ma^tude  may  be  twice,  or  thrice  put  to  such  a  space^ 
and  this  may  be  done.'^^^l^is  is  Bellarmine's  answer* ;  ^  that 
is,  if  you  consider  a  body  of  five  feet  long,  so  long  as  it  can 
but  fill  five  feet  space,  in  that  sense  it  cannot  fill  twenty* 
But  if  you  consider  it  so  as  it  is  commensurate  to  a  spaoe^ 
that  is,  twoaty  feet,  so  it  cannot  be,  being  but  of  five  fert 
kmg.*'— ^Tbat  is  the  sense  of  his  miswer,  I  appeal  to  all  men 
that  ean  understand  common  sense.  But  though  it  be  but 
of  five  feet  l^g,  yet  it  may  be  placed  twice  or  thrice  in  a 
spaee  ^f  five  feet  long;  and  what  then?  Then  it  fills  stifl 
but  a  space  of  five  feet  long.  True  in  one  place ;  but  if  it  fills 
five  feet  at  Rome,  and  at  the  isanie  time  five  feet  at  ValladoHd, 
and  five  feet  at  Paris,  and  five  feet  at  London^  I  jporay  are 


t  Euch.  lib« iii.  c.  4. sect.  RetpolMlAo 4kplkitsr ff^bmiiaMi^,t» 
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not  four  times  five  twenty  ?•  As  although  the  sun  have  but 
force  to  drink  up  five  measures  of  water  in  Egypt ;  and  o^  thi^ 
same  time  as  much  in  Arabia,  and  as  much  in  Ethiopia,  and 
as  much  in  Greece,  he,  at  the  same  time,  drinks  up  twenty 
measures,  though  his  whole  force,  in  one  pl|u»,  be  but  to 
drink  five,  and  yet  still  it  is  but  one  sun.  But  besides  all 
this,  that  the  same  body  be  put  twice  or  thrice  into  a  space 
of  five  foot,  at  the  same  time,  is  that  unreascxiablje  things 
which  all  the  natural  and  congenite  notices  of  men  cry  down^ 
and  therefore  ought  not  to  be  said  confidently,  in  a  distlnctioii 
without  proof;  as  if  the  putting  it  into  a  nonsense  distinction,, 
could  oblige  all  the  world  to  believe  it. 

24.  Eighthly:  but  I  proceed:  Valentia^  affirms  that  the 
fietthers  prove  the  divinity  of  the  Holy  Ghost  by  his  ubiquity : 
and  it  is  certain  they*  do  so,  as  appears  in  St.  Athanasius.*^ 
St.  Basils  St.  Ambrose",  Didymus**  of  Alexandria,  St.  Cyril*! 
of  Alexandria,  St.  Austin^ ;  and  divers :  and  yet  theses  men 
affirm  that  a  body  may  be  in  many  places,  and  therefore  maj^ 
be  in  all,  and  that  it  is  potentially  infinite ;  is  it  not  evident 
ihat  they  take  from  the  fathers;  ^e  force  of  the  argument, 
because  ubiquity*  is.  communicable  to  something  that  is:  not. 
God ;  or  if  it  be  not,  why  do  they  give  it  to  a  creature  ?  That 
which  can  be  in  many  places,  can  be  in  all  places ;  for  all  the 
zeason  that  forbids  it  to  be  in  two  thousand,  forbids  it  to  be> 
in  two;  and  if  those  cannot  determine-  it  to  one  place,,  it 
cannot  be  determined  at  all;  I  mean,  ^.  the  nature  of  a.body, 
his  determination  to  jdaces,  his.  circumscription,  continuity,, 
iinity,  quantity,  dimensions.^-r-Nay,  that  which  is.  not  deter-, 
mined  by  place,  by  continuity,  nor  by  his  nature,  but  may  be., 
any  where,  is  in  his  own  nature  imcircumscribed.  and  in^ 
definite,  which  is  that  attribute  of  God  i^pon  which  his  om- 
nipresence does  rely  ;  and  that  Christ's  body  is  not  every- 
where actually,  as  is  the  Holy  Ghost,  it  says  nothing  against: 
this;  because  he,  being  a  voluntary  agent,  can  restrain  the^ 
measure .  of  his  presence,  as  God .  himselif  does  the  n^any. 
maimers  of  his  presence.     However,  that  nature,  is  iofinite, . 

k  De  vera  Christi  Praesentia,  1.  i.  c.  12. 

■  Cont.  Arium.  disp.*  inter  oper.  S.  Atbanas. 

»  De  Spir.  S.  lib.  i.  c.22.  »  De  Spir.  S.  lib.  i.  c.  7. 

«  De  Spir.  S.  lib.  i.  P  De  Spir.  S.  Quod  non  sit  creaturft. 

4  Cont.  Maxim.  Anan..ep..lib.>iv.  C.81. 
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that  can  be  every  where  i  and  therefore  if  it  can  be  communi- 
cftted  to  a  body,  to  be  SO5  is  not  proper  to  God,  nor  can  it 
prove  the  Holy  Ghost  so  to  be.  Of  the  same  nature  is  that 
other  argun^ent  used  frequently  by  the  primitive  doctors; 
proving  two  natures  to  be  in  Christ,  the  divine  and  the  hu- 
man^ and  the  difference  between  them  is  remarked  in  thisj 
that  the  divine  is  In  many  places,  and  in  all :  but  the  hui&an 
can  be  but  in  pne  at  once.  This  is  affirmed  by  Origen% 
St.  Hilary',  St  Jerome^  St.  Austin*,  Gelasius^,  Fulgentius^; 
and  Venerable  Bede*.  Sut  this  is  but  variety  of  the  same 
dish;  if  both  these  can  prevail  together,  then  either  of  them 
ought  to  prevail  singly. 

25*  Against  all  this,  and  whatsoever  else  can  be  objected; 
it  is  pretended,  that  it  is  possible  for  a  body  to  be  in  many 
distant  places  at  once.     Fc»*  Christ,  who  is  Always  in  heaven, 
yet  appeared  to  St.  Paul  on  earth,  and  to  many  other  saints, 
as.  to  St.  Peter,  to  St.^  Anthony,  to  St.  Tharsilla,  St.  Gregory, 
and  I  cannot  tell  who.     To  this  I  answer ;  1.  That  in  all  this 
there  is  nothing  certain  but  ^that  Christ  appeared  to  St.  Paul ; 
for  it  may  be,  he  appeared  to  him  in  heaven,  St.  Paul  being' 
cm  earth :  for  so  he  did  to  St.  Stephen,  as  is  recorded-  in  the' 
Acts  of  the  Apostles*:  and  from  heaven  there'  might  only 
coma  a  voice  and  a  light.     2.  It  may  be,  St.  Paul  saw  Christy 
wheui he  wrapt  up  into  "the  third  heavens:''  for  that  Christ 
was:  seen    by  him,  himself  affirms;  but  he  says  hot  that  he' 
saw  him  at  his  conversion ;  and  all  that  he  says  he  saw  then, 
was,,  that  "  he  saw  a  great ;  light  and  heard  a  vd:ce^. ''    3.  That 
in  case.  Christ  did  appear  corporally  to  Saul  on  earth,  it  fol- ' 
lows  not  his  body  was  in  two*  places  at  once.     I  have  the 
wairant  of  him,  that  is  willing  enough,  otherwise,  that  this 
argument  should  prevail :  "  Quia  non  est  improbabile,  Chris- 
tum, privatim  et  ad  breve  tempus,  descendisse  de  coelopost- 
^scensionem :''    ^^  It  is  not  unlikely,  that  Christ  might  pri- 
viitely  and  for  a  ehoit  time,  descend  from  heaven  after  his 
ascension? ;  for  when  it  is  said  in  Scripture  that  ^^  the  heavens 


'  In  St.  Matt,  hom,  83.  •  Lib.  x.  de  Trinit. 

t  Ad  Marcel,  de  4.  qusest.  "  Tract,  xxx.  in  Johan. 

.»  Di«p.  con^r.  Sab.  Ar.  Phot.  y  Lib.  ii.  ad  Thrasiin.  c.  17, 

»  Horn,  invent,  crucis.  •  Acts  vii.  55.    • 

^  Acts,  ix.  S.  xxii.  6. 
« Bellar,  de Euqh. lib, iii. c.S, sect,  1, Confirmatur. 
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must  receiye  him  till  the  day  of  the  restitution  of  aQ  thtngs^^ 
it  ifl  to  be  meant  ^ordinarilj/  and  as  his  place  of  residence; 
but  that  hinders  not  an  extraordinary  oommigration ;  as  a 
jBoan  naay  be  said  to  dwell  continually  in  London,  and  yet 
sometimes  to  go  into  the  cx>untry  to  take  the  air.  For  the 
other  instances  of  St.  Peter  and  St«  Anthony,  and  llie  rest,  if 
I  were  sui«  they  were  true,  I  would  say  the  same  answer 
would  also  serre  their  turn ;  but  as  they  ai^e,  it  is  not  materid 
whetbo:  it  does  or  no. 

^.  Another  way  of  answering  is  taken  from  the  example^ 
of  God  and  the  reasonable  souL  Concerning  the  soul  I  have 
these  things  to  say;  1.  Whether  the  soul  be  whole  in  every 
part  ot  the  body,  and  whole  in  the  whole,  is  presum^  by 
most  men,  but  substantially  proved  by  none,  but  detd^  by 
a  great  many,  and  those  oi  the  first  rank  of  learned  men. 
S.  If  it  were,  it  follows  not,  that  it  is  in  two  places  or  motet 
because  not  the  hand,  nor  the  foot,  is  the  adequate  place  of 
the  soul,  but  the  whole  body;  and,  therefore  the  usual  et* 
pressbn  of  philosophy,  saying  <  The  soul  is  whcde  in  every 
part,^  is  not  true  positively,  but  negatively ;  that  is,  the  soul, 
bebg  immaterial,  cannot  be  cantonized  into  parts  by  the 
division  of  the  body ;  but  positively  it  is  not  true.  For  the 
understanding  is  not  in  the  £x)t,  nor  the  will  m  die  hand  s 
and  something  of  the  soul  is  not  organical,  or  depending; 
upon  th6  body:  viz.  die  pure  acts  of  volition,  some  Ihtl^ 
glimpses  of  intuition,  reflexion,  uid  the  like.  S.  If  It  were, 
yet  to  allege  this,  is  imperdnent  to  their  purpose:  unlesi^ 
whatsoever  Is  true  concerning  a  spirit,  can  also  be  affirmed 
of  a  body.  4.  Whoi  the  body  is  divided  into  parts,  die  soul 
is  not  muldpiied  into  fantastic  or  real  numbers,  as  it  is  pre- 
tended ih  transubstantiation ;  and  therefore,  although  the 
soul  were  *  whole  in  every  part,*  it  could  do  no  service  in  this 
question;  unless  it  irere  so  whole  in  each  part,  as  to  be 
whole  when  each  part  is  divided,  for  so  it  is  said  to  be  !n 
die  eucharist ;  which,  because  we  say  is  impossible,  we  re- 
quire  an  instance  in  something  where  it  is  so ;  but  because  it 
is  not  so  in  the  soul,  this  instance  is  not  home  to  any  of  their 
purposes.  But  fiellarmined  says,  God  can  make  it  to  be  so, 
that  the  soul  shall  remain  in  the  member,  that  is  discontinued 

M 

^  lib.  iii,  fittcli,  t.  iii,  6ec«  ad  hoc  argummtmn. 
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mi  cut  t^'  I  answor,  that  6od  evet  did  do  so,  Bor  be  nor 
any  man  else  can  pretend,-— unless  he  pkaae  to  beMeve  St. 
Winifred's  and  St.  Denises  waUdtig  wita  theur  heads  in  their 
hands  after  ihnr  decollation ;  but  since  we  never  knew  duit 
Crod  did  so,  and  whether  it  iinpUes  a  contradiction  or  no, 
that  it  should  be  so,  Gol  hatt  no  where  declared ;  it  is  suiB* 
oent  to  the  present  purpose,  that  it  is  as  much  a  question, 
and  of  itseiS  no  more  evident  than  that  a  body  can  be  con- 
served in  many  places:  and  therefore  being  as  uncertain  as 
tiie  principal  question,  cannot  give  faith  to  it,  or  do  any 
aervice.  But  tibis  is  to  amuse  unwary  persons,  by  seeniing  to 
My  sometiiing,  which,  indeed,'  is  nothing  to  the  purpose. 

S7.  But  ^at  the  omnipresence  of  God  rfiould  be  brought 
to  prove  it  possible  that  a -body  may  be  in  many  places,  truly 
though  I  am  heartily  desirous  to  do  it,  if  I  could  justly,  3ret 
I  camiot  find  any  colour  to  excuse  it  from  gi^at  impiety. 
But  this  I  sliall  add,  that  it  is  so  impossible,  that  any  body 
iliould  be  in  two  places,  and  so  impossible  to  justify  this 
front  the  immensity  of  God ;  that  God  himself  is  not,  in 
proper  manner  6f  speaiung,  in  two  places,  he  is  not  capable 
cS  being  in  ^uiy  place  at  all,  as  we  understand  b^ng  in  a 
place;  he  is  greater  than  adl  places,  and  fills  all  thingSj^  and 
locality  and  place;   and  beings^-  said  relations,  are  all  from 
him:  and  therefore  they  cannot  comprehend  hini.    But  then, 
tilthough  this  immensity  of  God  is  beyond  the  capadty  of 
place,  and  he  caii  no  more  be  in  a  place  than  all  the  world 
can  be  in  the  bottom  of  a  wdl,— ^yet  if  Grod  could  be  limited 
and  determined,  it  were  a  contradiction  to  say  that  he  could 
be  in  two  places;  just  as  it  is  a  contradiction  to  say  there 
ere  two  Gods.     So  that  this  comparison  of  Bellarmine^s,  as 
ft  is  odious  up  to  the  neighbourhood,  and  simi&tude  of  a 
great  impiety,  so  it  is  a^iXooo^ov,  it  is,  '  against  that  philo- 
phy,*  whereby  we  understand  any  of  the  perfective  notices 
rf  God.     But  these  men  would  fain  prevail  by  all  means, 
they  care  not  how. 

318.  But  why  may  we  not  believe  as  well  the  doctrine  of 
tran8ubstB:ntiation  in  defiance  of  all  the  seeming  impossi- 
tnlities,  as  well  as  we*  believe  the  doctrine  of  the  Trinity,  in 
defiance  of  greater?  To  this  I  answer  many  things.  1.  Be- 
cause the  mystery  of  the  Trinity  is  revealed  plainly  in  Scrip- 
tore,  but  the  doctrine  of  transubstantiation  is  against  it :  as 
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I  suppose  myself  to  have  plainly  proved.     So  that  if  there 
were  a  plain  revelation  of  transubstantiatioD,  then  this  argu* 
ment  were  good ;  and  if  it  were  possible  for  ten  thousand 
times  more  arguments  to  be  brought  against  it,  yet  we  are  to 
believe  the  revelation  in  despite  of  them  all;   but  when  so 
milch  of  revelation  is  against  it,  and  nothing  for  it,  it  is  biit 
vain  to  say  we  may  believe  this,  as  well  as  the  doctrine  of 
the  Trinity;  for  so  we  may  as  well  argue  for  the  heresy  of 
the  Manichees ;  why  may  we  not  as  well  believe  the  doctrine 
of  the  Manichees,  in  despite  of  aU  the  arguments  brought 
agamst  it;  when  there  are  so  many  seeming  impossibilities 
brought  against  the  holy  Trinity  ?     I  suppose,  the  answer, 
that  I  have  given,  would  be  thought  reasonable  to  every  such^ 
pretence.     2.  As  the  doctrine  of  the  holy  Trinity  is  set  down 
in  Scripture,  and  in  the  Apostles^  Creed,  and  was  taught  by 
the  fathers  of  the  first  three  hundred  years,  I  know  no  diffi- 
culties it  hath ;  what  it  hath  met  withal  since,  proceeds  from 
the  too  curious  handling  of  that  which  we  cannot  understand.^ 
8.  The  schoolmen  have  so  pried  into  this  secret,  and  have  so. 
confounded  themselves  and  the  articles,  that  they  have  made 
it  to  be  unintelligible,  inexplicable,  indefensible  in  all  their 
minutes  and  particularities;    and  it   is  too  sadly  aipparent 
in  the  arguments  of  the  Antitrinitarians,   whose  sophieans 
against  the  article  itself,  although  they  are  most  eaaly  an- 
swered, yet  as  they  bring  them  against  the  minutiae  and  im- 
pertinences of  the  school,  they  arie  not  so  easily  to  be  avoided. 
But  4.    There  is  not  the  same  reason;    because  concerning 
God,  we  know  but  very  few  things,  and  concerning  the  mys- 
terious Trinity,  that  which  is  revealed,  is  extremely  little; 
and  it  is  in  general,  without  descending  to  particulars :  and 
the  difficulty  of  the  seeming  arguments  against  that,  being 
taken  from  our   philosophy,    and  the   common  manner  of 
speaking,   cannot  be   apportioned  and  fitted  to  so  great  a 
secret;  neither  can  that  at  all  be  measured  by  any  thing 
here  below.     But  I  hope  we  may  have  leave  to  say  we  un- 
derstand more  concerning  bodies  and  their  nature,  than  con-  ^ 
ceming  the  persons  of  the  holy  Trinity:  and  therefore  we 
may  be  sure,  in  the  matter  of  bodies,  to  know  what  is,  and 
what  is  not  possible ;  when  we  can  know  no  measure  of  truth 
or  error  in  all  the  mysteriousnesses  of  so  high  and  separate, 
superexalted  secretsy  s^  that  of  the  holy   '[j^nity,    5.  1^* 
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cause  when  the  church,  for  the  understanding  of  this  secret 
of  the  holj  Trinity,  hath  taken  words  from  metaphysical 
leartuDg,  as  *  person/  ^  h3rpostasis,^  ^  consuhstantiality,^  ofjLoovffMs 
and  such  Uke^ — ^the  words,  of  themselves,  were  apt  to  change 
their  ngnification,  and  to  put  on  the  sense  of  the  present 
school.  But  the  church  was  forced  to  use  such  words  as  she 
had,  the  highest,  the  nearest,  the  most  separate  and  mys* 
terious.  But  when  she  still  kept  these  words  to  the  same 
mystery,  the  words  swelled  or  altered  in  their  sense;  and 
were  exacted,  according  to  what  they  did  signify  amongst 
men  in  their  low  notices ;  tins  begat  difficulty  in  the  doctrine 
of  the  holy  Trinity.  For  better  words  she  had  none,  and  all 
that  which  they  did  signify  in  our  philosophy,  could  not  be 
applied  to  this  mystery ;  and  therefore  we  have  found  diffi- 
culty; and  shall  for  ever,  tiU,  in  this  article,  the  church 
returns  to  her  ancient  dmplicity  of  expression.  For  these 
reasons,  I  conceive,  the  case  is  wholly  different;  and  the 
difficuhy  and  secret  of  one  mystery,  which  is  certainly  re- 
vealed, cannot  warrant  us  to  admit  the  impossibilities  of  that, 
which  is  not  revealed.  Let  it  appear  that  God  hath  affirmed 
transubstantiation,  and  I,  for  my  part,  will  bum  all  my  argu- 
ments against  it,  and  make  public  amends.  The  like  also  is  to 
be  said  in  the  matter  of  incarnation. 

29-  But  if  two  bodies  may  be  in  one  place,  then  one  body 
maybe  in  two  places.  Aquinas **  denies  the  consequent  of 
this  argument ;  but  I,  for  my  part,  am  careless  whether  it  be 
true  or  no.  But  I  shall  oppose  against  it  this,  '  If  two  bodies 
cantiot  be  in  one  conmiensurate  place,  then  one  body  cannot . 
be  in  two  places  i*  Now  concerning  this,  it  is  certain,  it  implies 
a  contradiction  that  two  bodies  should  be  in  one  place,  or  pios- 
sess  the  place  of  another,  till  that  be  cast  forth  : 

Quod,  nisi  inania  sint,  qua  possent  corpora  quseque 
Transire^  haud  ull^  fieri  ratione  yideres  '. 

And  the  great  dispute  between  the  scholars  of  Epicurus 
and  the  Fetipatelics,  concerning  vacuity,  was  wholly  upon 
this  account:  Epicurus  saying,  there  could  be  no  motion, 
unless  the  place  were  empty  ;  all  the  other  sects  sa3dng,  that 
it  was  enough  that  it  was  made  empty  by  the  coming  of  the 

•  In  4.  dist.  44.  q.  2.  2. 2.  f  Lucr.  1. 1 .357.  Eichstadt  p.  17. 
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new  body ;  all  agreeing,  that  two  bodies  could  not  be  toge-^ 

iiieTy  TO  yiq  vXri^es'  d^infarov  efvat  ^i^octfBai'  si  Js  ii^airo  xat  Si/o,  h 
tS)  AvrSi  eySixptro^  xou  hmo9»  ovv  if/^a  sTvaa  ceufAocra  ^«  All  agreed 
that  two  bodies  could  not  be  together, — and  that  the  first  body 
must  be  thrust  forth  by  the  intromission  of  the  seconds 


Qine^  ti  non  es»et  inane. 


Non  tarn  solicita  motu  privata  carerent, 
Quam  g^ita  omaind  nulla, ratione  fuissent| 
Undique  materies  quoniam  stipata  quiesset  ^. 

Fo^  the  contrary  saysj  that  two  bodies  are  one.  For  the 
proper  dimensions  ot  a  quantitative  body  are  length,  breadth, 
fflid  thickness.  Now  the  extension*  of  the  body  in  these 
dinfiensions  is  measured  by  the  place :  for  the  place  is  nothing 
else,  but  the  measuring  and  limiting  of  the  thing  so  measured 
and  limited  by  these  measures  and  limitations  of  lengthy 
breadth,  and  thickness.  Now  if  two  bodies  could  be  in  one 
place,  then  they  must  both  have  one  superficies,  one  length, 
one  thickness ;  and  then  either  the  other  hath  none,  or  they 
are  but  one  body  and  not  two ;  or  else,  though  they  be  two 
bodies,  and  have  two  -superficies,  yet  these  two  sup^des 
aare  but  one :  all  whidi  are  contradictions.  Bellarmine  ^  says 
*  that  to  be  co-extended  to  a  place,  is  separable  from  a  mag- 
nitude or  body,  because  it  is  a  thing  that  is  extrinsical  and 
consequent  to  the  intrinsical  extension  of  parts,— and  being 
later  than  it,  is  by  Divine  power  separable.** — But  this  is  as 
very  a  sophism  as  all  the  rest.  For  if  whatever  in  nature  is 
later  than  the  substance j  be  separable  from  it,  then  fire  may 
be  without  heat,  or  water  *  without  moisture ;  a  man  can  be 
without  time  ;~for  that  also  is  in  nature  after  his  essence ; 
and  he  may  be  without  a  faculty  of  will  or  understanding,  or 
of  afiections,  or  of  growing  to  his  state,  or  being  nourished : 
and  then  he  will  be  a  strange  man,  who  wiU  neither  have  the 
power  of  will  or  understanding,  of  desiring  or  avoiding,  of 
nourishment  or  growth,  or  any  thing,  that  can  distinguish 
him  from  a  beast,  or  a  tree,  ost  a  stone*    "For  these  are  all 


%  Arist.  lib.  iv.  ^wm,  dx^eec^,  }^  Lucret.lib.  i.  S42.  Eichstadt,  p.  17 

^  'S»/i€Mr4f*  ya4  T^ioV  Wrs  tfi  XxnUtvhtu    St.  Basil.  Seleuct.  homlL  in  ^»r«x, 
^  De  Euch.  lib.  iii.  c.  5.  Sect.  Secundd  observandum. 
1  Quod  non  possit  alterum  sine  altera  intelligi,  quemadmodam  oeque  aqUa 
sine  humectatione^  neque  ignis  sine  calore.    Irendeus^  lib.  ii.  c.  14. 
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hlir  thttn  tbe  esieiioey  ft^  Aey  art  essential  emanations  from 
it  Thus  also  quantity  can  be  separated  from  a  substantial 
body,  if  every  thing  that  is  later  than  the  form,  can  be  sepa* 
lated  from  it.  And  tha^fore  nothing  of  this  can  be  avoided 
by  saying,  to  fill  a  place  is  an  act  *" ;  but  these  other  instances 
aie  faculties  and  powers,  and,  therefore,  the  act  may  better 
be  impeded  by  Divine  power,  the  thing  remaining  the  same, 
than  by  the  ablation  of  faculties.  This,  I  say,  cannot  justiiV 
Use  tfidc.  1.  Because  *  to  be  extended  into  parts  ^  is  as  much 
an  act  as  ^  to  be  in  a  place  ;^  and  yet  that  is  inseparable  from 
magnitude,  and  so  confessed  by  Bellarmine»  2.  To  be  in  a 
place  is  not  an  act  at  all,  any  more  than  to  be  created,  to  be 
ftiite^  to  be  limited ;  and  it  was  never  yet  heatd  of,  that «  esse 
locatum,^  (»r  'esse  in  looo*  was  reducible  to. the  predicament 
df  acdoa^  3.  An  act  is  no  more  separable  than  a  faculty 
is,  when  the  act  is  as  essential  as  the  faculty ;  now  for  a 
body  to  be  in  a  place,  is  as  essential  to  a  body  as  it  is  for  a  man 
ti^have  utiderstan^^ ;  for  this  is  confessed^  to  be  separable 
by  Divine  power,  and  the  other  cannot  be  more ;  it  cannot 
be  natutallyi  4.  If  to  be  in  a  place  be  an  act,  it  is  no 
iMberwise  an  act,  than  it  is  an  act  for  a  fathev  actually  to 
haVe  a  son,  and^  therefore,  is  no  more  separable  this  t^att 
that;  and  you  may  as  well  su|^pose  a  father  and  no  child^ 
as  a  body  and  no  place.  5.  It  is  a  false  proposition  to  say> 
that  place  is  extrinsical  to  a  quantitative  body;  and  it  relies 
upon  the  definition  Aristotle  gives  of  it  in  the  fourth  book 
<rf  his  phyeics,  *  that  fdace  is  the  superficies  of  the  ambient 
body;^  which  is  as  absurd  in  nature  as  any  thing  can  be 
imagined;  for  then  a  stone,  in  the  bottom  of  a  river,  did 
change  his  place  (though  it  lie  still)  in  every  iaslaat,  because 
Aew  water  still  washes  it;  and  by  this  rule  it  is  necessary 
(against  Aristotle^s  great  grounds)  that  some  quantitative  bo- 
-dies  should  not  be  in  a  place,  or^lse  that  quantitative  bodies 
-were  ^ategorimatically  infinite.  For  either  there  is  no  end, 
btrt  body  incloses  body  for  ever,— or  else  the  ultimate  or 
UfAoiOBt  body  is  not  enclosed  by  any  thing, — ^and  so  cannot  be 
4n  a  place.  To  which  add  this;  that  if  Epicurus's  opini<m 
were  trucj  and  that  there  were  some  spaces  empty,  whidb,  at 

"^  Bellar,  de  Ench.  lib.  iii.  c*  T.  Sect.  Ad  secundum  Fetr. 
n  l^ib,  3.  Euch.  c.  5.  Sect.  Secund.  obser. 
•  Ibid.  c.  7.  Seet.  Peinde  etiam. 
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least  by  a  Divine  power,  can  become  true,  and  he  can  teke  the. 
air  out  from  the  inclosure  of  four  walls ;  in  this  case,  if'  you 
will  suppose,  a  man  sitting  in  the  midst  of  that  room,  either* 
that  man  were  in  no  place  at  all,  which  were  infinitely  absurd  ;^ 
T-or  else  (which  indeed  is  true)  circumscription,  or  superficies 
were  not  the  essence  of  a  place.  Place,  therefoi!e,.  is. nothings 
but  the  space,  to  which  quantitative  bodies  have  essential  re- 
lation and  finition:  that,  where  they  consist,  and  by  wluch 
they  are  not  infinite :  and  this  is  the  definition  of  place,  which 
St.  Austin  gives  in  his  fourth  book  Exposit.  of  Genes.  ^  ad. 
literam,  chap,  viii.' 

30.  God  can  do  what  he  plestse,  and  he  can  reverse  the  laws 
of  his  whole  creation,  because  he  can.  change  or  annihilate^ 
every  creature;  or  alter  the  manners  and-  essences;  but.  the 
question  now  is,  what  laws  God  hath  already  established,  and. 
whether  or  no  essentials  can  be  changed,  the  things  remaining 
the  same?  that  is,  whether  they  can  be  the  same,  when  they 
are  not  the  same  ?  He  that  says,  God  can  give  to  a  Ix>dy.  all 
the  essential  properties  of  a  spirit,  says  true,  and  ccmfesses 
God^s  omnipotency ;  but  he  says  also,  that  God  can  change 
a  body  from,being  a  body,  to  become  a  spirit ;  but  if  he  says, , 
that  remaining  a  body  it  can  receive  the  essentials  of  a  spirit, 
he  does  not  confess  God^s  omnipotency,  but  makes  this  article 
difiicult  to  be  believed,  by  making  it  not  to  work  wisely,  ,and 
possibly.  God  can  do  all  things ;  but  are  they  undone,  when 
they  are  done  ?  that  is,  are  the  things  changed  in  their  essen- 
tials, and  yet  remain  the  same  ?  then  how  are  they  changed, 
and  then  wjbiat  hath  God  done  to  them  ? 

31.  But  as  to  the  particular  question.  To  suppose  a.  body 
not  co-extended  to  a  place,  is  to  suppose  a  man  alive  not 
co-existent  to  time ;  to  be  in  no  place,  and  to  be  in  no  time, 
being  alik  epossible^:  and  this  intrinsical  extension  of  parts 
is  as  inseparable  from  the  extrinsical,  as  an  intrinsical  dura- 
tion is  from  time.  Place  and  time  being  nothing  but  the 
essential  manners  of  material  complete  substances,  these 
cannot  be  supposed  such,  as  they  are,  without  time  and  place: 
because  quantitative  bodies,  in  their  very  formality,  suppose 
that;  for  place  without  body  in  it,  is  but  a  notion  in  lo^c, 
but  when  it  is  a  reality,  it  is  a  ^  ubi,'  and  time  is  *  quando  ;* 

p  Paschasius  Diacoois  Eccles.  Rom.  A.  D.  500.  lib.  i.  de  Spir.  S.  capi  12. 
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and  a  body  supposed  abstractly  from  place,  is  not  real  but 
intentional,  and  in  notion  only,^-and  is  in  the  category  of 
substance^  but  not  of  quantity.  But  it  is  a  strange  thing, 
that  we  are  put  to  prove  the  very  principles  of  nature,  and 
first  rudiments  of  art/ which  are  so  plain  that  they  can  be  un-^ 
derstood  naturally,  but  by  all  devices  of  the  world  cannot  be 
made  dubitable. 

32.  But  against  fdl  the  evidence  of  essential  and  natural 
reason,  some  overtures  of  Scripture  must  be  pretended.  For 
that  two  bodies  can  be  in  one  place  appears,  because  Christ 
came  from  his  mother's  womb,  it  being  closed ;  into  the  as- 
sembly of  the  apostles,  "  the  doors  being  shut ;''  out  of  the 
grave,  the  stone  not  being  rolled  away;  and  ascended  into 
heaven,  through  the  solid  orbs  of  all  the  firmament.  Con- 
cerning the  first  and  the  last,  the  Scripture  speaks  nothing, 
neither  can  any  man  tell  whether  the  orbs  of  heaven  be  solid 
or  fluid,  or  which  way  Christ  went  in.  But  of  '  the  heavens 
opening'  the  Scripture  sometimes  makes  mention.  And  the 
prophet  David  spake  in  the  spirit,  saying,  "  Lift  up  your 
heads,  O  ye  gates;  and  be  ye  lift  up,  ye  everlasting  doors, 
and  the  King  of  Glory  shall  come  in." — The  stone  of  the 
sepulchre  was  removed  by  an  angel ;  so  saith  St.  Matthew  q. 
But  why  should  it  be  supposed  the  angel  rolled  it  away  after 
Christ  was  risen, — or  if  he  did,  why  Christ  did  not  remove 
it  himself  (who  loosed  all  the  bands  of  death,  by  which  he 
was  held),  and  there  leave  it  when  he  was  risen  ?  or  if  he  had 
passed  through,  and  wrought  a  miracle,  why  it  should  not 
he  tcAd  us,  or  why  it  should  not  remain  as  a  testimony  to  the 
soldiers  and  Jews,  and  convince  them  the  more,  when  they 
should  see  the  body,  gone,  and  yet  their  seals  unbroken  ?  or  if 
it  were  not,  how  we  should  come  to  fancy  it  was  so,  I  under- 
stand not;  neither  is  there  ground  for  it.  There  is  only 
remaining  that  we  account  concerning  Jesus's  entering  into 
the  assembly  of  the  apostles,  "  the  doors  being  shut :"  To 
this  I  answer,  that  this  infers  not  a  penetration  of  bodies,  or 
that  two  bodies  can  be  in  one  place.  1.  Because  there  are 
so  many  ways  of  effecting  it  without  that  impossibility. 
2.  The  door  might  be  made  to  yield  to  his  Creator  as  easily 
as  water,  which  is  fluid,  be  made  firm  under  his  feet;  for 

1  St.  Matth.  xxviii.  2. 
VOL,  X.  E 
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consistence  or  lability  are  not  essential  to  wood  and  water'. 
For  water  can  naturally  be  made  consistent,  as  when  it  is 
turned  to  ice ;  and  wood,  that  can  naturally  be  petrified,  can, 
upon  the  efficiency  of  an  equal  agent,  be  made  thin,  or  labile, 
or  inconsistent.  8.  This  was  done  on  th^  same  day,  in  which 
the  sea  yielded  to  the  duldren  of  Israel,  that  is  the  seventh  day 
after  the  passover,  and  we  may  allow  it  to  be  a  miracle,  though 
it  be  no  more  than  that  of  die  waters,  that  is,  as  these  were 
made  consbtent  for  a  time. 

Sappositamque  rotis  solidum  mare  > ; 

So  the  doors  apt  to  yield  to  a  solid  body. 


>pos8lnt  tamen  omnia  xeddi 


Mollia^  quas  fiunt^  aer^  aqua,  terra^  vapores^ 
Quo  pacto  flant,  et  quS  yi  qnomque  g:eiantar  *. 

4.  How  easy  was  it  for  Christ  to  pass  his  body  through  the 
pores  of  it  and  the  natural  apertures,  if  he  were  pleased  to 
unite  them,  and  thrust  the  matter  into  a  greater  consolida- 
tion? 5.  Wood,  being  reduced  to  ashes,  possesses  but  a 
little  room ;  that  is,  the  crass  impenetrable  parts  are  but  few, 
the  other  apt  for  cession,  which  could  easily  be  disposed  by 
God,  as  he  pleased.  6.  The  words  in  the  text  are  xfxXeter/A^van/ 
rojit  bvq&Vy  in  the  past  tense ;  the  gates  or  *^  doors  having  been 
shut  ;^'  but  that  they  were  shut  in  the  instant  of  his  entry,  it 
says  not;  they  might,  if  Christ  had  so  pleased,  have  been 
insensibly  opened,  and  shut  in  like  manner  again ;  and  if  the 
words  be  observed,  it  wiU  appear  that  St.  John  ^  mentioned 
the  shutting  the  doors  in  relation  to  the  apostles'  fear ;  not 
to  Christ's  entering :  he  intended  not  (so  far  as  appears)  to 
declare  a  miracle.  7.  But  if  he  had,  there  are  ways  enough 
for  him  to  have  entered  strangely,  though  he  had  not  entered 
impossibly.  Vam,  therefore,  is  the  fancy  of  those  men,  who 
think  a  weak  conjecture  able  to  contest  against  a  perfect, 
natural  impossibility.  For  when  a  thing  can  be  done  without 
a  penetration  of  dimensions,  and  yet  by  a  power  great  enough 

ra  VMfAtcret  <ra  xtvovfAiva'  tuti  ravr^  %nXn  xai  h  rats  rSn  «rvu^Si9  itvtuf,  *0vy  »a.)  i» 
TttTf  ru¥  uy^a/v.    Arist.  lib.  4.  ^ufftK,  aK^caff,  c.  8.  Casaub.  p.  223.  C. 

»  Juv.  X.  176.  Ruperti.  tLucret.  i.  570,  Eichstadt.  p.  25. 

«  Chap.  XX.  19. 


IN  THE  HOLY  «ACRAMGNT.  61 

to  beget  admiration,  though  xnthout  contesting  against  the 
unalterable  laws  of  nature,  to  dream  it  must  be  this  way,  is 
to  challenge  confidently,  but  to  be  careless  of  our  warrant ; 
I  conclude,  that  it  hath  never  been  yet  known,  that  two  bodies 
ever  were,  at  once,  in  one  place* 

3S.  I  find  but  one  objection  more  pretended,  and  that  i% 
that  place  is  not  essential  to  bodies;  because  the  utmost 
heaven  is  a  body,  and  yet  is  not  in  a  pkoe ;  because  it  hath 
nothing  withmit  it,  that  can  dbrcumscribe  it.  To  this  I  have 
already  answered  ^  in  the  confutation  of  Aristotle^s  definititm 
of  a  place.  But  besides;  I  answer,  that  what  the  utmost 
heaven  is,  our  philosophy  can  tdl  or  guess  at;  but  it  is  oeri* 
tain  that  beyond  any  thing  that  philosophy  ever  dreamed  of, 
there  are  bodies.  For  Christ  **  is  ascended  far  above  all 
heavens  ;**'  and,  therefore,  to  say  it  is  not  in  a  place,  or  that 
there  is  not  a  place  where  Christ^s  body  is,  is  a  ridiculous 
absurdity.  But  if  there  be  places  for  bodies  above  the 
highest  heavens,  then  the  highest  heaven  alto  is  in  a  place,  or 
may  be  for  aught  any  thing  pretended  Against  it.  "  In  my 
Father's  house  are  many  mansions,'*  said  Christ,  <  many 
places  of  abode  ;^  and  it  is  highly  probable,  that  that  pave- 
ment, where  the  bodies  of  saints  shall  tread  to  eternal  ages, 
is  circumscribed,  though  by  something  we  understand  not. 
Many  things  more  might  be  said  to  this.  But  I  am  sorry 
that  the  series  of  a  discourse  must  be  interrupted  with  l^uch 
trifling  considerations. 

34.  The  sum  is  this  ^ ;  as  substance  cannot  subsist  without 
the  manner  of  substances ;  no  more  can  accidents,  without 
the  manner  of  accidents;  quantities,  after  the  manner  of 
quantities;  qualities,  as  qualities;  for  to  separate  that  from 
either,  by  which  we  distinguish  them  from  each  other,  is  to 
separate  that  from  them,  by  which  we  understand  them  to 
be  themselves.  And  four  may  as  well  cease  to  be  four,  and 
be  reduced  to  unity,  as  a  line  cease  to  be  a  line,  and  a  body 
a  body,  and  a  place  a  place,  and  a  *  quantum'  or  *  extensum' 
to  be  extended  in  his  own  kind  of  quantity  or  extension: 
and  if  a  man  had  talked  otherwise,  till  this  new  device  arose, 
all  sects  of  philosophers  of  the  world,  would  have  thought 
him  mad ;  and  I  may  here  use  the  words  of  Cotta  in  Cicero : 

*  Num.  28.  y  Vide  Boeth.  tn  Praedicam.  Aristot. 
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<*  Corpus  quid  sit,  sanguis  quid  sit,  intelligo :' quasi  corpus/ 
et  quasi  sanguis,  quid  sit,  nullo  prorsus  modo  intelligo  ^.'^ 
But  concerning  the  nature  of  bodies  and  quantities,  these  may 
suffice  in  general.  For  if  I  should  descend  to  particulars, 
and  indist  upon  them,  I  could  ploy  the  reader  with  variety  of 
one  dish. 

85.  Tenthly:  By  this  doctrine  of  transubstantiation,  the 
same  thing  is  bigger  and  less  than  itself:  for  it  is  bigger  in 
one  host  than  in  another;  for  the  wafer  is  Christ's  body, 
and  yet  one  wafer  is  bigger  than  another:  therefore  Christ's 
body  is  bigger  than  itself.  The  same  thing  is  above  itself, 
and  below  itself,  within  itself,  and  without  itself :  it  stands 
wholly  upon  his  own  right  side,  and  wholly,  at  the  same  time, 
upon  his  own  left  side ;  it  is  as  very  a  body,  as  that  whidi 
is  most  jiivisible,  and  yet  is  as  indivisible  as  a  spirit ;  and  it 
as  not  a  spirit  biit  a  body ;  and  yet  a  body  is  no  way  sepa- 
rated from  a  spirit,  but  by  being  divisible.  It  is  a  perfect 
body,  in  which  the  feet  are  further  from  the  head,  than  the 
head  from  the  breast ;  and  yet  there  is  no  space  between 
head  and  feet  at  all :  so  that'  the  parts  are  further  off  and 
nearer,  without  any  distance  at  all;  being  further  and  not 
further,  distant,  and  yet  in  every  point.  By  this  also  here  is 
magnitude  without  extension  of  parts ;  for  if  tt  be  essential 
to  magnitude  to  have  ^  partem  extra  partem,'  that  is,  ^  parts 
distinguished,  and  severally  sited,'  then  where  one  part  is, 
there  another  is  not ;  and,  therefore,  the  whole  body  of  Christ 
is  not  in  every  part  of  the  consecrated  wafer ;  and  yet  if  it  be 
not  then  it  must  be  broken  into  parts,  when  the  wafer  is 
broken,  and  then  it  must  fill  his  place  by  parts.  But  then  it 
wiir  not  be  possible,  that  a  bigger  body,  with  the  conditions 
of  a  body,  should  be  contained  in  a  less  thing  than  itself; — 
that  a  man  may  throw  the  house  out  at  the  windows:  and 
if  it  be  possible,  that  a  magnitude  should  be  in  a  point,  and 
yet  Christ's  body  be  a  magnitude,  and  yet  in  a  pointy  then 
tlie  same  .thing  is  in  a  point,  and  not  in  a  point:  extended, 
and  not  extended ;  great  and  not  divisible ;  a  quantity  without 
dimension;' somediing  and  nothing.  By  this  doctrine,  the 
same  thing  lies  still  su\d  yet  moves :  it^  stays  in  a  place  and 
ooes  away  from  it;  it  |-emoves  from  itself,  and  yet  abides 

*  De  Nat.  Deo?,  i.  26.  Creuzer,  p,  1 18, 
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close  by  itself,  and  in  itself,  and  out  of  itself;  it  is  removed, 
and  yet  cannot  be  moved;  broken,  and  cannot  be  divided; 
passes  from   east  to  west  through  a  middle  place,  and  yet 
sstirs  not ;  it  is  brought  from  heaven  to  earth,  and  yet  is  no 
where  in  the  way,  nor  ever  stirs  out  of  heaven ;  it  ceases  to 
be  where  it  was,  and  yet  does  not  stir  from  thence,  nor  yet 
cease  to  be  at  all;  it  is  removed  at  the  motion  of  the  acci- 
dents, and  yet  does  not  fall  when  the  host  falls ;  it  changes 
his  place,  but  falls  not,  and  yet  the  changing  of  place  wa»  by 
falling.     It  supposes  a  body  of  Christ,  which  was  made  of 
bread',  that  is,  "  Not  bom  of  the  Virgin  Mary ;"  it  says,  that 
Christ's  body  is  there,  without  power  of  moving,  or  seeing, 
or  hearing,  or  understanding;  he  can  neither  remember  nor 
foresee,  save  himself  from  robbers  or  vermin,  corruption  or  rot^ 
tenness :  it  makes  that  which  was  raised  in  power,  to  be  again 
sown  in  weakness ;  it  gives  to  it  the  attribute  of  an  idoJ,  to 
have  *  eyes  and  see  not,  ears  and  hear  not,  a  nose  and  not  to 
smell,  feet  and  yet  cannot  walk^.**     It  makes  a  thing  con- 
tained bigger  than  the  continent, — and  all  Chrisf s  body  to 
go  into   a  part  of  his  body;  his  whole  head  into  his  own 
mouth,  if  he  did  eat  the  eucharist,  as  it  is  probable  he  did^ 
and  certain  that  he  might  have  done.     These  are  the  certain 
consequents  of  this  most  unreasonable  doctrine,  in  relation 
to  motion  and  quantity.     I  need  not  instance,  in  those  col- 
lateral absurdities,  which  are  appendant  to  some  of  the  fore- 
going particulars;  as  how  it  should  be  credible  that  Christ, 
in  his  sumption  of  the  last  supper,  should  eat  his  own  flesh  ; 
ovisif  yap  havro  IflrjJex^rai,  dKka  rwv  Vs^oj^iv  ri,  said  Simplicius*^; 
nothing  can  receive  itself;    nothing  can  really  participate  of 
itself,  and  properly ;  figuratively  and  sacramentally,  this  may 
be  done;  but  not  in  a  natural  and  physical  sense;    for  as 
St.  Cyril  *^  of  Alexandria  argues ;  **  Si  ver^  idem  est,  quod  par- 
ticipat  et  quod  participatur, — quid  opus  est  participatione  ?" 
What  need  he  partake  of  himself?  what  need  he  receive  a 
part  of  that,  which  he  is  already  whole  ?  and  if  the  partaker, 
and  the  thing  partaken,  be  naturally  the  same,  then  the  sa- 
crament did  as  much  eat  Christ,  as  Christ  did  eat  the  sacra- 

*  Bellann.  Euch.  lib.  iii.  c.  10.  Sect.  Respondeo  corpus. — Suarez.  in  3. 
Tho.  9.  76.  art.  7.  dispens.  sect.  4. 

^  Quomodo  potest  Deus  alibi  esse  vivusj  alibi  mortuus  ?    I/act.  lib.  i.  c.  ] 
^  Id  Categ.  cap.  de  Substant.  ^  In  S.  Job.  ix. 
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meat.  It  would  also  follow  from  hence,  that  the  soul  of 
Christ  should  enter,  into  his  body,  though  it  were  there  before 
it  entered ;  and  yet  it  would  now  be  there  twice  at  the  same 
time;  for  it  is  but  one  soul :  and  yet  enters  aft^  it  is  there^ 
it  never  havii^  gone  forth.  Nay  further  yet,— upon  sup- 
position that  Christ  did  eat  the  sacrament,  as  it  is  most  likely 
he  did,  and  we  are  sure,  he  might  have  done,*- *then  the  soul, 
of  Christ,  which  certainly  waat  along  with  his  body,  which 
surely  was  then  alive,  should  be  in  his  body  in  two  contrary 
and  incompatible  manners  ^  by  one  of  which  he  does  operate 
freely,  and  exercise  all  the  actions  of  life:  by  the  other,  he 
exercises  none;  by  one  he  is  visible,  by  th^  other  invisible; 
by  one  movable,  by  thie  other  immovable;  by  one  after  the 
manner  of  a  body,  by  the  other  after  the  manner  of  a  spirit. 
The  one  of  these  being  evident  in  itself,  the  other  by  their 
own  affirmation.  But  these  are  by  the  by:  there  are  whole 
categories  of  fond  and  impossible  consequents  from  this  doc-^ 
trine. 

36.  Eleventhly :  But  if  I  should  also  consider  the  change 
of  consecration,  i.  e^y  the  conversion  of  bread  into  Christ's 
body,  and  their  rare  stratagems  and  devices  in  ridiculous 
affirmatives  and  negatives  as  tq  that  particular,  it  would  afford 
a  new  heap  of  matter. 

37.  For  thi^  conversion  is  not  generation ;  it  is  not  cor- 
rupticHi ;  it  is  not  creation ;  because  Christ's  body  already  is, 
and  cannot  be  produced  again;  it  is  not  after  the  manner  of 
natural  conversions,  it  differs  from  the  supernatural ;  there  is 
no  change  of  one  form  into  another ;  the  same  first  matter 
does  not  remain  under  several  forms,  first  of  bread,  then  of 
Christ's  body.  It  is  turned  into  the  substance  of  Christ's 
body,  apd  yet  nothing  of  the  bread  becomes  any  thing  of  the 
body  of  Christ*  It  is  turned  into  Christ,  and  yet  it  is  turned 
into  nothing;  the  substance  is  not  annihilated  (for  then  it 
were  not  turned  into  Christ's  body)^  and  yet  it  is  annihilated 
or  turned  to  nothing,  for  it  does  not  become  Christ's  body;  it 
is  determined  upon  Christ's  body,  and  yet  does  not  become 
it,  though  it  be  changed  into  it:  for  if  bread  could  become 
Christ's  body,  then  bread  could  receive  a  greater  honour 
than  any  of  the  servants  of  Christ ;  for  it  could  be  glorified 
with  the  biggest  glorification,  it  would  be  exalted  far  above 
all  angels;  bread  should  reign  for  ever,  and  be  king  of  all  the 
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world ;  which  are  honours  not  cammunicable  to  mere  man 
and  b J  no  change  can  be  wrought  upon  him  ?  and  if  they 
may  upon  bread,  then  bread  is  exalted  higher  than  the  sons 
of  men ;  and  yet  so  it  is,  if  it  be  naturally  and  substantially 
dumged  into  the  body  of  Christ.  I  cannot  insist  upon  any 
thing  of  this%  the  absurdity  bang  so  vast,  the  labour  would 
be  as  great  as  needless :  only  I  shall  transcribe  part  of  a  dis- 
putaticm,  by  which  TertuUian^  proves  the  resurrection  of  our 
bodies,  by  such  words  which  do  certainly  confute  the  Roman 
fancies  of  transubstantiation.  ^'  Discernenda  est  autem  deu 
mutatio  ab  omni  argumento  perditionis/^  &c.  ^^  Change  must 
be  distinguished  from  perdition.  But  they  are  not  distia.. 
guished,  if  the  flesh  be  so  changed  that  it  perishes.  As  that 
which  is  lost,  is  not  changed,  so  that  which  is  changed,  is 
not  lost  or  perished.  For  it  suffered  change,  not  perdition ; 
for  to  perish,  is  wholly  not  to  be  that  which  it  was;  but  to 
be  changed,  is  only  to  be  otherwise;  moreover,  while  it  is 
otherwise,  it  can  be  the  same  thing,  or  itself:  for  it  hath  his 
being,  which  did  not  perish.^ — ^Now  how  it  is  possible  that 
these  words  should  be  reconciled  with  transubstantiation,  in 
which  they  i^rm  the  bread  to  be  changed,  and  yet  totally  to 
have  perished;  that  is,  that  nothing  of  it  remains,  neither 
matter  n<^  form, — ^it  concerns  them  to  take  care;  for  my 
part,  I  am  satisfied  that  it  is  impossible:  and  I  choose  to 
follow  the  phiIosq>hy  of  Tertullian,  by  which  he  fairly  con- 
firms the  article  of  the  resurrection;  rather  than  the  im- 
possible speculations  of  these  men,  which  render  all  notices 
of  men  to  be  mere  deceptions,  and  all  articles  of  faith  in 
nany  things  uncertain,  and  nothing  to  be  certain  but  that 
whidi  la  impossible.  This  consideration  so  moved  Durand^, 
and  their  doctor  Fundatissimus,  E^dius  Romanus^,  that 
they  thought  to  change  the  word  ^  transubstantiation,'  and, 
instead  of  it,  that  they  were  obliged  to  use  the  word  of 
^transformation^  aimply,  affirming  that  other  to  be  unintel-. 
ligiUe.  But  I  proceed.  By  this  doctrine,  Christ''s  body  is 
there  where  it  was  not  before,  and  yet  not  by  change  of 
phce,  for  it  descends  not ; — ^nor  by  production,  for  it  was 

^  Sola  emm  mtttari  transformarique  in  se  possunt^  qu«  habent  uoius  mate- 
ria commune  subjectum.    Boeth.de  duab.  Nat.  Christi. 
'  De  Resurrectione  Carnis.  c.  55.  8  In  iv.  d.  11.  q.  3.  sect.  5. 

h  Theor.  i.  2. 
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produced  before; — ^bot  by  natural  mutation,  for  Chriat  him- 
self is  wholly,  immutable,  and  though  the  bread.be  mutable, 
it  can  never,  become  Christ.     That  which  is  now,  and  was 
always,  begins  to  be ;  and  yet  it  cannot  begin,  which  was  so 
long  before.     And  by  this  doctrine  is  affirmed  that,  which 
even  themselves  judge  to  be   simply  and  absolutely  impos- 
sible.    For  if,  after  a  thing  hath  his  being,  and  during  the 
first  being,   it  shall  have  every  day  many  new  beginnings, 
without   multiplying   the    beings, — then   the   same   thing  is 
under  two  times  at  the  same  time;  it  is  but  a  day  old,  and 
yet  was  six  days  ago,  and  six  ages,  and  sixteen.     The  body 
x>f  Christ  obtains  to  be  what  it  was  not  before,  and  yet  it  is 
wholly  the  same,    without  becoming  what  it  was  not.      It 
obtains  to  be  under  the  form  of  bread ;  and  that  which  it  is 
now  and  was  not  before,  is  neither   perfective  of  his  being, 
nor   destructive,  nor  alterative,  nor  augmentative,,  nor  dimi- 
nutive, nor  conservative.     It  is,  as  it  were,  a  production,  as 
it. were  a  creation,  as  a  conservation,  as  an  adduction;  that 
is,  it  is,  as  it  were,  just  nothing;  for  it  is  not  a  creation,  not 
a.  generation,   not  an  adduction,  not  a  conservation.'    It  is 
not  a  conversion  productive;  for  no  new . individual  is  pro- 
duced.    It  is  not  a  conversion  conservative;  that  is  a  child 
of  Bellarmine's :  but  it  is  perfect  nonsense;  for  it  is,  as  he 
says,  a  conversion,  in  which  both  the  terms  remain,  in  the 
same  place ;  that  is,  in'  which  there  are  two  things  not  con- 
verted, but  not  one  that  is:  but  it  is  a  thing,  of  which  there 
never  was  any  example.     But  then  if  we  ask  what  conversion 
it  is?  after  a  great  many  fancies  and  devices,  contradicting 
each  other,  at  last  it  is  found  to  be  '  adductive,'— and  yet 
that  *  adductive**  does  not  change  the  place,  but  signifies  a 
substantial  change ;    and    yet    adduction    is    no   substantial 
change,  but  accidental ;  and  yet  this  change  is  not  accidental, 
but  adductive  and  substantial^     ^^  O  rem  ridiculam,  Cato,  et 
jocosam  V^     It  is  a  succession,  not  a  conversion  and  transub- 
stantiation ;  for  it  is  *  Corpus  ex  pape  confectum,'  *  a  body 
made  of  bread;'  and  yet  it  was  made  before  the  bread  was 
made :  but  it  is  *  made  of  it  as  day  of  night,*  not  ^  tanquam 
ex  materia,**  but  *  tanquam  ex  termino,**  *  not  as  of  matter, 
but  as  of  a  term*,'  from  whence,  say  they,  but  that  is,  a  direct 

>  Bellarm.  de  Missa.  lib.  i.  c.  27.  Sect.  3.  Propositio.    Lib.  iii.  dc  Euch 
cap.  ulu  sect,  ad  lertiam.    Scotus  4.  dist.  11.  q.  3. 
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motion  or  succession,  not  a  substantial  change.  For  that  I 
may  use  the  words  of  Faventinus  *" ;  "  What  is  the  formal 
term  of  this  action  of  tranmbstantiation,  or  conTermon?  Not 
the  body  of  Christ ;  for  that  is  the  material'  term  */'  the  formal 
term  is,  that.  Christ's  body  should  be  contained  under  the 
species  of  bread  and  wine :  ^'  Hoc  autem  totum  est  acci- 
(dentale,  et  nihil  addit  in  re  nisi  prsesentiam  realem  sub 
spedebus:^^  ^^  But  all  this  is  accidental,  and  nothing  real, 
but  that  he  becomes  present  there.^^  For  since  the  body  of 
Christ  relates  to  the  accidents  only  accidentally,  it  cannot,  in 
respect  of  them,  have  any  substantial  manner  of  being, 
different  from  that  which  it  had  before  it  was  eucharistical. 
And  it  is  no  otherwise,  than  if  water  on  the  ground  were 
annihilated,  or  removed,  or  corrupted,  and  some  secret  way 
changed  from  thence,  and,- in  the  place  of  it,  snow  should 
descend  from  heaven,  or  honey,  or  manna,  it  were  hard  to 
call  this  conversion,  or  transubstantiation :  just  as  if  we 
should  say,  that  Augustus  Caesar  was  converted  into  his  suc- 
cessor, Tiberius,  and  .  Moses  into  Joshua,  and  Elias  into 
Elisha,  or  the  sentinel  is  substantially  changed  into  him  that 
relieves  him. 

38.  Twelfthly:  Lastly,  if  we  consider  the  changes,  that 
are  incident  to  the  accidents  of  _  bread  and  wine,  they  would 
afford  us  another  heap  of  incommodities :  for  besides  that 
accidents  cannot  subsist  without  their  prc^r  subjects,  and 
much  less  can  they  become  the  subjects  of  other  accidents*, 
for  what  they  cannot  be  to  themselves,  they  cannot ,  be  to 
others,  in  matters  of  supply  and  subsistence;  it  being  a 
contradiction  to  say,  insubsistent  subsistencies : .—  besides 
this,  I  say,  if  Christ's  body  be  not  invested  with  these  acci- 
dents, how  do  they  represent  it,  or  to  what  puTpose  do  they 
remain  ?  If  they  be  the  investiture  of  Christ's  body,  then 
the  body  is  changed,  by  the  mutation  of  the  accidents.  But 
however,  I  would  fain  know,  whether  an  accident  can  be 
sour  or  be  burnt,  as  Hesychius"  affirms  they  used  in  Jeru- 
salem to  do  the  reliques  of  the  holy  sacrament ;  or  can  acci- 
dents make  a  man  drunk,   as  Aquinas  supposes  the   sacra- 

^  Faven.  in  4  disp.'  35.  c.  6. 

— Metaph.  lib.  iv.  c.  4.  1. 
™  Ip  Lev.e.  1, 
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mental  ^fine  did  the  Corinthians,  of  whom  St.  Paul  says^ 
<*  One  is  hungry,  and  another  is  drunken?^  I  am  sure  if  it 
can,  it  is  not  the  blood  of  Christ ;  for  Mr.  Bland's  argument, 
in  queen  Mary^s  time,  concluded  wdl  in  this  instance.  That 
which  is  in  the  chalice,  can  make  a  man  drunk ;  but  Christ's 
blood  cannot  make  a  man  drunk :  therefore,  that  which  is  in 
the  chalice,  is  not  Chrisi^s  blood.  To  avoid  this,  they  must 
answer  to  the  major,  and  say  that  it  does  not  ^  supponeie 
universaliter  f  for  every  thing  in  the  chalice  does  not  make  a 
man  drunk,— for  in  it  there  are  accidents  of  bread,  and  th^ 
body  besides,  and  they  do  inebriate,  not  this ;  that  is,  a  man 
may  be  drunk  with  colour",  and  quantity,  and  a  smell,  when 
there  is  nothing  that  smells*;  for  indeed  if  there  were  a 
substance  to  be  smdt,  it  might;  but  that  accidents  can  do  it 
alone,  is  not  to  be  supposed;  unless  God  should  work  a 
miracle  to  make  a  man  drunk,  which  to  say,  I  think,  were 
blasphemy.  But  again,  can  <  an  accidental  form^  kill  a  man  ? 
But  the  young  emperor  of  the  house  of  Luxemburgh  was 
pcnsoned  by  a  consecrated  wafer,  and  pope  Victor  III.  had 
like  to  have  been,  and  the  archlnshop  of  York  was  poisoned 
by  the  chalice,  say  Mathew  Paris  and  Malmsbury.  And  if 
the  body  be  accidentally  moved  at  the  motion  of  acciidentis^ 
then,  by  the  same  reason,  it  may  accidentally  become  mouldy, 
or  sour,  or  poisonous;  which,  methinks,  to  all  Christian 
ears,  should  strike  horror  to  hear  it  spoken.  I  will  not  heap 
up  more  instances  of  the  Same  kind  of  absurdities,  and  horrid 
consequences  of  this  doctrine;  or  consider  how  a  man  or  a 
mouse  can  live  upon  the  consecrated  wafers;  (as  Aimonius 
telb  that  Lewis  the  Fair  did,  for  forty  days  together,  five  upon 
the  sacrament ;  and  a  Jew,  or  a  Turk,  could  live  on  it  without 
a  mirack,  if  h^  had  Plough  of  it),  and  yet  cannot  live  upon 
accidents;  it  being  a  certain  rule  in  philosophy,  <«  Ex  Hsdem 
nutriuntur  mixta  ex  quibus  fiunt  ;^^  and  a  man  may  as  well  be 
made  of  accidents,  and  be  no  substance,  as  well  as  be  nou- 
ridied  by  accidents  without  substance :  neitho-  will  I  inquire 

Arist.  de  Anhn.  lib.  iii.  c.  12. 

o  Est  enim  hie  color  et  sapor,  qualitas  et  quantites^  cOm  nihil  in  alterutro 
sit  coloratum,  et  sapidum,  quantum  et  quale.  Innocent.  S.  de  Offic.  Missae, 
lib.  iii.  21. 

P  Bellar.  lib.  iii.  c.  10.  de  Euch.    Sect.  Respondeo  corpus. 
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how  it  is  possible,  that  we  should  eat  Chrisf  8  body  without 
touching  it;  or  how  we  can  be  said  to  touch  Chrisfs  body, 
when  we  only  touch  and  taste  the  accidents  of  ^bread;  or» 
lastly,  how  we  can  touch  the  accidents  of  bread,  without  the 
substance,  so  to  do  being  impossible  in  nature : 

Tangere  enim  aui  taogi>  nisi  corpuB^  nalla  potest  tea, 

said  Lucretius'*,  and  from  him  TertuUian,  in  his  fifth  chapter 
of  his  book  *  De  Anima.'  These,  and  divers  other  parti* 
culars,  I  will  not  insist  upon :  but  instead  of  them,  I  argue 
thus  from  their  own  grounds ;  if  Christ  be  properly  said  to 
be  touched,  and  to  be  eaten,  because  the  accidents  are  so, — 
then,  by  the  same  reason,  he  may  be  properly  made  hot,  or 
cold,  or  mouldy,  or  dry,  or  wet,  or  venomous,  by  the  pro- 
portionable mutation  of  accidents :  if  Christ  be  not  properly 
taken  and  manducated,  to  what  purpose  is  he  properly  there  ? 
so  that  on  either  hand  there  is  a  snare.  But  it  is  time  to  be 
weary  of  all  this,  and  inquire  after  the  doctrine  of  the  church, 
in  this  great  question ;  for  thither  at  last,  with  some  seeming 
confidence,  they  do  appeal.  Thither,  therefore,  we  will 
follow. 


SECTION  XII. 


Transubstantiation  was  not  the  Doctrine  of  the  primitive 

Church. 

Concerning  this  topic  or  head  of  argument,  I  have  some 
things  to  premise. 

1.  First:  In  this  question,  it  is  not  necessary,  that  I 
bring  a  cafelogue  of  all  the  ancient  writers.  For,  although 
to  prove  the  doctrine  of  transubstantiation  to  be  catholic,  it 
is  necessary,  by  Vincentius  Lirinensis^s  rules,  and  by  the 
thing,  that  they  should  all  agree ;  yet  to  show  it  not  to  have 
been  the  established,  resolved  doctrine  of  the  primitive 
church,  this  dxqiSeix  is  not  necessary.  Because  although  na 
argument  can  prove  it  catholic,  but  a  consent ;  yet  if  some, 
as  learned,  as  holy,  as  orthodox,  do  dissent,  it  is  enough  to 

4  Eichfltadt^  lib.  i.  305.  p.  15. 
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prove  it  not  to  be  catholic.  As  a  proposition  is  not  universal, 
if  there  be  one,  or  three,  or  ten  exceptions ;  but  to  make  it 
universal,  it  must  be  xarai  ^avror,  it  must  take  in  all. 

a.  Secondly:  None  of  the  fathers  speak  words  exclusive 
of  our  way,  because  our  way  contains  a  spiritual  sense ;  which, 
to  be  true,  our  adversaries  deny  not,  but  say,  it  is  not  sufficient, 
but  there  ought  to  be  more.  But  their  words  do  often  exclude 
the  way  of  the  church  of  Rome,  and  are  not  so  capable  of  an 
answer  for  them. 

8.  Thirdly :  When  the  saying  of  a  father  is  brought,  out 
of  which  his  sense  is  to  be  drawn  by  argument  and  discourse, 
by  two  or  three  remote  uneasy  consequences ;  I  do  not  think 
it  fit  to  take  notice  of  those  words,  either  for  or  against  us : 
because  then  his  meaning  is  as  obscure  as  the  article  itself, 
and,  therefore,  he  is  not  fit  to  be  brought  in  interpretation  of  it. 
And  the  same  also  is  the  case,  when  the  words  are  brought 
by  both  sides ;  for  then  it  is  a  shrewd  sign,  the  doctor  is  not 
well  to  be  understood,  or  that  he  is  not  fit,  in  those  words,  to 
be  an  umpire ;  and  of  this  cardinal  Perron  is  a  great  ex- 
ample, who  spends  a  volume  in  folio,  to  prove  St.  Austin  to 
be  of  their  side  in  this  article,  or  rather,  not  to  be  against 
them. 

4.  Fourthly :  All  those  testimonies  of  fathers,  which  are  as 
general,  indefinite,  and  unexpounded,  as  the  words  of  Scrip- 
ture which  are  in  question,  must,  in  this  question,  pass  for 
nothing;  and,  therefore,  when  the  fathers  say ^  that  in  the 
sacrament  is  *  the  body  and  blood  of  Christ,' — that  '  there  is 
the  body  of  our  Lord,' — that  before  consecration  it  is  Xitw 
apro^y  '  mere  bread,'  but  after  consecration  it  is  *  verily  the 
body  of  Christ,  truly  his  flesh,  truly  his  blood,** — ^these  and 
the  like  sayings  are  no  more  than  the  words  of  Christ, 
**  This  is  my  body;''  and  are  only  true  in  the  same  sense, 
of  which  I  have  jl  this  while  been  giving  an  account :  that 
is,  by  a  change  of  condition,  of  sanctification,  and  usage. 
We  believe  —  that  *  after  consecration  and  blessing,  it  is 
really  Christ's  body,  which  is  verily  and  indeed  taken  of  the 
faithful  in  the  Lord's  supper ; ' — and  upon  this  account,  we 
shall  find  that  many,  very  many  of  the  authorities  of  the 
fathers,  commonly  alleged  by  the  Roman  doctors  in  this 
question,  will  come  to  nothing.  For  we  speak  their  sense, 
and  in  their  own  wor^s, — the  church  of  England  expressing 
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this  mystery  frequently  in  the  same  form  of  words ' ;  and  we 
are  so  certain  that  to  eat  Chrisfs  body  spiritually  is  to  eat  him 
really,  that  there  is  no  other  way  for  him  to  be  eaten  really, 
than  by  spiritual  manducation. 

5.  Fifthly :  When  the  fathers,  in  this  question,  speak  of 
the  chan^  of  the  sjnnbols  in  the  holy  sacrament,  they  some* 
times  use  the  words  of  ixsraQok^f  t^BVappv^yuiais^  /cAEros9X€(/a<rptos-, 
yLsra(froi%zlcj(ns,  (^sraTroivKns^  in  the  Greek  church**:  ^  conversion, 
mutation,  transition,  migration,  transfiguration,^  and  the  like 
in  the  Latin ;  but  they^  by  these  do  understand  accidental 
and  sacramental  conversions,  not  proper,  natural,  and  sub- 
stantial. Concerning  which,  although  I  might  refer  the 
reader  to  see  it  highly  verified  in  David  Blondel's  familiar 
elucidations  of  the  eucharistical  controversy,  yet  a  shorter 
course  I  can  take  to  warrant  it,  without  my  trouble  or  his ; 
and  that  is,  by  the  confession  of  a  Jesuit,  and  of  no  mean 
fame  or  learning  amongst  them.  The  words  of  Suarez, 
whom  I  mean,  are  these ;  ^*  Licet  antiqui  Patres,"  &c.  **  Al- 
though the  ancient  fathers  have  used  divers  names,  yet  all 
they  are  either  general,  as  the  names  of  conversion,  mutation, 
transition ;  or  else  they  are  more  accommodated  to  an  acci- 
dental change,  as  the  name  of  transfiguration,  and  the  Uke; 
only  the  name  of  *  transelementation,'  which  Theophylact  did 
use,  seems  to  approach  nearer  to  signify  the  propriety  of  this 
mystery,  because  it  signifies  a  change  even  of  the  first  ele- 
ments ;  yet  that  word  is .  harder,  and  not  sufficiently  ac- 
commodate ;  for  it  may  signify  the  resolution  of  one  element 
into  another,  or  the  resolution  of  a  mixed  body  into  the 
elements^."  He  might  have  added  another  sense  of  ptera- 
aroixstojffis^  or  *  transelementation.**  For  Theophylact^  uses 
the  same  word  to  express  the  change  of  our  bodies  to  the  state 

»  See  article  28  of  the  Church  of  England. 

•"-Oeorg*  Alex,  Viu  Chrys,  c.  55.  OuhiU  X^m  o  ^tet^xttu^aif  ^  r^y  fi»uX.nv  fAvrec' 
^cin^ai  iuvdfiuwe. — Chrys,  Fit.  Auclor,  Anon,  Id.  in  fctrecQekr*  et  reliquis  ob- 
servare  est  fitravroiitUt  fisra^aXXa, — SlUdas.  'tdtret^rai^siotftret,  fAireur^^nfiucfAi^cviree, 
fttra^XeirTou^et, — Suidcu.  Heivras  it^og  rtiy  uk^^iuv  fiireurroi^tUu  /Atretffv6ui^eav, 
— Auctor  VitcB  Chrysost,  Anon.  c.  52,  et  de  corpore  Chrysostomi  dixit^  tig  xiB^au 
fv&n  /MTiffxivaff^.  ^ Ayuytvimo'cts  fifteis,  ^vot  fAtrtt,9ror^^et$ . — (Ecwmen.  in  1  Pet*  i. 
'H  'hihap^n  fAtraffu^/jti^u  rov  ay^^anrdv, — Clem.  Alex.  Strom.  4.  IdeiHt  lib.  iii. 
PtSBilcig.  C.  9.  MsTxiTKtuu^u  rug  yvveuKKs  s/V  ^o^vetf. 

«  Chap.  3.  in  S.  disp.  50.  sect.  3. 

f  Theopb.  in  St.  Luc.  xxiv.  et  in  St,  John,  vi. 
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of  incorrupdon^  and  the  change  that  is  made  in  the  faithful^ 
when  they  are  united  unto  Christ.  But  Suarez  prcx;eeds: 
<'  But  transubstantiation  does  most  properly  and  appositely 
signify  the  passage  and  conversion  of  the  whole  substance^ 
into  the  whole  substance.^^  So  that  by  this  discourse  we  are 
quitted,  and  made  free  from  the  pressure  of  all  those  autho- 
rities of  the  fathers  which  speak  of  the  '  mutation,  contver- 
sicHi,  transition,  or  passage,  or  transelanentation,  transfigu- 
ration, and  the  like,'  of  the  bread  into  the  body  of  Christ ; 
these  do.  Or  may,  only  signify  an  accidental  change;  and 
come  not  home  to  their  purpose  of  transubstantiation ;  and  it 
is  as  if  Suarez  had  said,  <  the  words,  which  the  fathers  use  in 
this  question,  make  not  for  us,  and,  therefore,  we  have  made 
a  new  word  for  ourselves,  and  obtruded  it  upon  all  the 
world.^— -But  against  it,  I  shall  only  object  an  observation  of 
Bellarmine,  that  is  not  iH.  *  *  The  liberty  of  new  words  is 
dangerous  in  the  church,  because  out  of  new  words,  by  little 
and  little,  new  things  arise,  while  it  is  lawful  to  coin  new  words, 
in  divine  affairs." 

6.  Sixthly :  To  which  I  add  this,  that  if  all  the  fathers  had 
more  unitedly  affirmed  ^  the  conversion  of  the  bread  into 
Christ's  body,^  than  they  have  done,  and  had  not  explicated 
their  meaning  as  they  have  done  indeed,  yet  this  ^  word^ 
would  so  little  have  helped  the  Roman  cause,  that  it  would 
directly  have  overthrown  it.  For  in  their  *  transubstan-^ 
tiation'  there  is  ^  no  conversion^  of  .one  thing  into  another,  but 
a  local  succession  of  Christ^s  body  into  the  place  of  bread. 
A  change  of  the  ^  ubi^  was  not  used  to  be  called  ^  a  substan« 
tial  conversion.'  But  they  understood  nothing  of  our  present 
dxpi^eix;  they  were  not  used  to  such  curious  nothings,  and 
intricate  falsehoods,  and  artificial  nonsense,  with  which  the 
Roman  doctors  troubled  the  world  in  this  question.  But 
they  spake  wholly  another  thing,  and  eithfer  they  did  affirm*  a 
substantial  change,  or  they  did  not.  If  they  did  not,  then  it 
makes  nothing  for  them,  or  against  us ;  but  if  they  did  mean  a 
proper  substantial  change,  then,  for  so  much  as  it  comes  to, 
it  makes  against  us,  but  not  for  them ;  for  they  must  mean  a 
change  of  one  substance  into  another,  by  conversion, — or 
a  change  of  substances,  by  substitution  of  one  in  the  place  of 
another.     If  they  meant  the  latter,  then  it  was  no  conversion 
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of  one  into  another;  and  then  they  expressed  not  what  they 
meant ;  for  <  oonversion^^  which  was  thdr  word,  could  signify 
nothing  of  that;  but  if  they  meant  the  change  of  substance 
into    substance,    properly   by  converaon, — ^then    they  have 
confuted  the  present  doctrine  of  transubstantiation ;    which 
though  they  call  a  substantial  change,  yet  an  accident  is  the 
^  terminus  mutationis,'  that  is,  it  is,  by  their  explication  of  it, 
wbolly  an  aocidaital  change,  as  I  have  before  discoursed*; 
for  nothing  is  jnroduced  but  Ubiquity  or  presentiality ;  that  is, 
it  is  only  made  present,  where  it  was  not  before.    And  it  is 
to  be  observed,  that  there  is  a  vast  difference  between  con- 
verdon   and    transubstantiation ;    the   first    is    not    denied : 
meaning  by  it  a  change  of  use,  of  condition,  of  sanctification ; 
Bs  a  table  is  dianged  into  an  altar,  a  house  into  a  church,  a 
man  into  a  priest,  Matthias  Jnto  an  apostle,  the  water  of  the 
river  into  the  laver  of  regeneration;  but  this  is  not  any  thing 
of  transubstantiation.    For  in  this    new  device,    there    are 
three  strange  affinnatives,  of  which  the  fathers  never  dmoned. 
1.  That  the  natural  being  of  bread  is  wholly  ceased,  and  is 
not  at  all  neither  the  matter  nor  the  form.     S.  That  the 
acdidents  of  bread  and  wine  remain  without  a  subject,  their 
proper  subject  being  annihilated,  and  they  not  subjected  in 
the  boly  body.     3.  That  the  body  of  Christ  is  brought  into 
the  place  of  the  bread,  which  is  not  changed  into  it,  but  is 
succeeded  by  it.     These  are  the  constituent  propositions  of 
transubstantiation,  without  the  proof  of  which,  all  the  affir- 
mations of  conversion   signify  nothing  to  their  purpose,  or 
against  ours. 

7.  Seventhly :  When  the  fathers  use  the  word  '  nature ' 
in  this  question,  sometimes  saying  the  ^  nature  is  changed,' 
sometimes  that  *  the  nature  remains,^  it  is  evident  that  they 
either  contradicted  each  other,  or  that  the  word  '  nature' 
bath,  amongst  than,  diverse  significations.  Now  in  order  to 
this,  I  suppose,  if  men  will  be  determined  by  the  reasonable- 
ness of  the  things  themselves,,  and  the  usual  manners  of 
speech,  and  not  by  prejudices  and  prepossessions, — ^it  will 
be  evident,  that  when  they  speak  of  the  change  of  nature, 
saying  that  bread  changes  his  nature,  it  may  be  understood 
of  an  accidental  change :  for  that  the  word  *  nature '  is  used 
for  a  change  of  accidents,  is,  by  the  Roman  doctors,   con- 

«  Vide  sect.  11.  n.  84. 
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tended  for,  when  it  is  to  serve  their  tum3  (particularly  in  their 
answer  to  the  ^yords  of  pope  Grelasius)  :  and  it  is  evident  in 
the  thing ;  for  we  say,  a  man  of  a  good  nature,  that  is,  of 
a  loving  disposition.  It  is  natural  to  me  to  love  or  hate  this 
or  that;  and  it-  is  against  my  ^  nature,^  that  is,  ^  my  custom 
or  my  affection.^  But  then,  as  it  may  signify  accidents,  and 
a  natural  change  may  yet  be  accidental,  ais  when  water  is 
changed  into  ice,  wine  into  vinegar :  yet  it  is  aliso  certain  that 

*  nature!  may  mean  ^  substance:^  and  if  it  can,  by. the.  ana- 
logy of  the  place,  or  the  circumstances  of  speech,  or  by; any 
thing  be  declared,  when  it  is  that  they  mean  a  *  substance '  by 
using  the  word  ^  nature  ;^  it  must  be  certain,  that  then  ^  sub- 
stance^ is  meant  when  the  word  ^  natiure'  is  used  distinctly 
from,  and  in  opposition  to,  accidents ;  or  when  it  is  explicated 
by,  and  in  conjunction  with,  substance;  which  observation . is 
reducible  to  practice,  in  the  following  testimonies  of  Theo- 
doret,  G«lasius,  and  others :  '^  Immoi^talitatem  dedit,  naturam 
non  abstulit,"  says  St/Austin^ 

8.  Eighthly :  So  also,  whatsoever  words  are  used  by  the 
ancient  doctors  seemingly  affirmative  of  a  substantial  change, 
cannot  serve  their  interest,  that  now  most  desire  it ;  because 
themselves  being  pressed  with  the  words  of  *  natura,^  and 

*  substantia,'  against  them,  answer,  that  the  fathers  using 
these  words,  mean  them  not  (fvanLoJs^  but  ^soXoyixo;;,  not 
^  naturally,'    but  ^  theologically,^  that  is,*  as  I  suppose,   not 

*  properly,'  but  *  sacramentally :'  by  the  same  account,  when 
they  speak  of  the  change  of  the  bread  into  the  substance 
of  Christ's  body,  they  may  mean  the  change  of  substance, 
not  naturally,  but  sacramentally;  so  that  this  ought  to  inva- 
lidate the  greatest  testimony,  which  can  be  alleged  by  them.; 
because  themselves  have  taken  from,  the  words  that  sense, 
which  only  must  have  done  tljem  advantage ;  for.  if  ^  sub- 
stantia '  and  ^  natura,'  always  mean  '  naturally,'  then  their 
sentence  is  oftentimes  positively  condemned  by  the  fathers ; 
if  this  may  mean  ^  sacramentally,'  then  they  can  never  with- 
out a  just  answer,  pretend  from  their  words  to  prove  a  '  natu- 
tural,  substantial  change.' 

9.  Ninthly ;  But  that  the  words  of  the  fathers,  in  their 
most  hyperbolical  expressions,  ought  to  be  expounded  sacra- 

'  Ad  Dardanum. 
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mentally  and  mystically,  we  have  suffidehf  warrant  iiiomr 
themselves,  affirming  frequently  that  the  name  of  the  thing' 
signified  is  given  to  the  sign.  St.  Cyprian  affirms  <'  ut  sdgni^ 
-ficantia  et  significata  eisdem  vocabulis  censeantur,^'  '<  the 
same  words  represent  the  sign  and  the  thing  signified^.^^— ^ 
The  same  is  affirmed  by  St.  Austin,  in  his  epistle  ^  ad  Boni-. 
fadumV  Now  upon  this  declaration  of  th^selves^  and  of 
Scriptui-e,  whatsoever  attributes  either  of  them  give  to  bread 
after  consecration,  we  are,  by  themselves,  warranted  against 
the  force  of  the  words  by  a  metaphorical  sense ;  for  if  they 
call  the  sign  by  the  name  of  the  thing  signified,  and  the 
thing  intended  is  called  by  the  name  of  a  figure,  and  the 
figuie  by  the  name  of  the  thing,  then  no  affirmative  of  the 
fathers  can  conclude  against  them,  that  have  reason  to 
believe  the  sense  of  the  words  of  institution  to  be  figuradve ; 
for  their  answer  is  ready ;  the  fathers  and  the  Scriptures  too, 
call  the  figure  by  the  name  of  the  thing  figurated ;  the  bread 
by  the  name  of  flesh,  or  the  body  of  Christ,  which  it  figures 
and  represents. 

10.  Tendily;  The  fathers  in  their  alleged  testimonies, 
speak  more  than  is  allowed  to  be  literally  and  properly  true, 
by  either  side,  and,  therefore,  declare  and  force  an  undeiv 
standing  of  thdr  words  different  from  the  Roman  pretension. 
Such  are  the  words  of  St.  Chrysostom ;  "  Thou  seest  him, 
thou  touchest  him,  thou  eatest  him,  and  thy  tongue  is  made 
bloody,  by  this  admirable  blood, — ^thy  teeth  are  fastened  in 
his  flesh,  thy  teeth  are  made  red  with  his  blood*:"  and  the 
author  of  the  book  *  De  Coend  Domini,'  attributed  to  St. 
Cyprian,  "  Cruci  hseremus,"  &c.  "  We  stick  close  to  the 
cross,  we  suck  his  blood,  and  fasten  our  tongue  between  the 
very  wounds  of  our  Redeemer :"  and.  under  this  head  may  be 
reduced  very  many  other  testimonies ;  now  how  far  these  go 
beyond  Ae  just  positive  limit,  it  will  be  in  the  power  of  any 
mail  to  say, — ^and  to  take  into  this  account,  as  many  as  he 
please,  even  all  that  go  beyond  his  own  sense  and  opinion, 
without  all  posability  of  being  confuted. 

11.  Eleventhly ;  In  vain  will  it  be  for  any  of  the  Roman 
doctors,  to  allege  the  words  of  the  fathers  proving  the  con- 

8  Serm.  de  Unit*  ^  Vide  infra,  n.  SO,  ; 

*  Horn.  83.  in  S.  Mat.  Horn.  60.  et  6,  ad  Antioch.  pop. 
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Tenion  of  bread  into  Christ's  body  cmt  fledi,  aad  of  the  mat 
into  his  blood ;  since  they  say  the  same  thing  nf  us,  that  we 
also  are  turned  into  Chrises  flesh,  and  body,  and  Uood.  So 
St.  Chrysostom;  ^^He  reduces  us  into  the  same  mass,  or 
lump^  neque  id  fide  solum  sed  reispa;  and  in  ¥ery  deed 
makes  us  to  be  his  body^.^^ — So  Pope  Leo :  ^^  In  mystioa 
distributione  qaritualis  alimoniae,  hoc  impertitur  et  sumitur, 
ut,  accipientes  virtutem  oodestis  cibi,  in  camem  ipsiu8»  qui 
caio  nostra  fiaotus  est,  transeamus.^— And  m  his  SMi  serw 
man  of  the  passion,  <^14on  alia  igitur  partidpajdo  oorpdris 
quim  ut  in  id  quod  sumimus  transeamus  :^  *'  There  is  no 
other  participation  of  the  body,  than  that  we  should  pass  into 
that  which  we  receive.  In  the  mystical  distribution  of  the 
spiritual  nourishment,  this  is  given  and  taken,,  that  we 
vecriving  the  virtue  of  the  heavenly  food,  may  pass  into  Ins 
flesh  who  became  our  flesh."-— And  Rabanua'  makea  tbe 
apology  fit  to  this  question  ;  <'  Sicut  illud  in  nos  oonverdtur^ 
dum  id  manducamus  et  bibimus :  sic  et  nos  in  corpus  Chrisd 
convertimur,  dum  obedienter,  et  pie  vivimus :"  **  As  that 
Christ's  body  is  converted  into  us  while  we  eat  it,  and  drink 
it ;  so  are  we  converted  into  the  body  of  Christ,  while  we 
live  obediently  and   piously/' — So   Gre^ry    Nyssen    ;    ri 

xal  ro  zjay  f^ETEX'oiTKTev.  ^^  The  immortal  body  being  in  the 
receiver,  changes  him  wholly  into  his  own  nature:^ — and 
Theophylact  useth  the  same  word ;  ^^  He  that  eateth  me, 
liveth  by  me,  whilst  he  is  in  a  certain  manner  mingled  with 
me,  is  transelementated  {(jLBravoisXrai  or  changed)  into  me«^ 
Now  let  men  of  all  sides  do  reason,  and  let  one  expound  the 
other,  and  it  will  easily  be  granted,  that  as  we  are  turned 
into  Christ's  body,  so  is  that  into  us,  and  so  is  the  bread 
into  that. 

12.  Twelfthly:  Whatsoever  the  fathers  speak  of  tlus» 
they  affirm  the  same  also  of  the  other  sacramc&t,  and  of  the 
sacramentals,  or  rituals  of  the  Church.  It  is  a  known  simihr* 
tude  used  by  St.  Cyril  of  Alexandria :  <^  As  the  bread  of  the 
£ucharist  after  the  invocation  of  the  Holy  Ghost  is  no  longer 
Gonunon  l»read,  but  it  is  the  body  of  Christ :    so  this  holy 


k  HomiU  3$.  in  a  Mat.  ad  Cler.  Const.        l  De  lostit.  Cler.  lib.  xi.  c.  SI  • 
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tmguent  is  no  longer  mere  and  common  ointment,  but  it  is 
(xd^Kjfxk  X^t^rot;,}  the  gfaee  of  Christ :  xphiJt^  XfKmv  it  uses 
lo  be  mistaken/ the  *  Chrism^  for  the  grace  or  gift  of  Christ ; 
and  yet  this  is  not  spoken  properly,  as  is  apparent ;  but  it  is 
in  this  as  in  the  Eucharist  f — so  says  the  comparison.    Thus 
St.  'Chiy808toil9i  says,  that    *^  the  table  or  altar  is  as  the 
manger  ki  which  Christ  was  laid;"*  that  *^  the  priest  in  a 
t^eraphim,  and  his  hands  are  ihe  tongs  taking  the  coal  firam 
Ae  altar.^:--But  that  which  I  instance  in>  is  that  1.  They  say 
that  they  that  hear  the  word  of  Christy  eat  the  flesh  of 
Christ':  of  whiah  I  have  already  gi^en  account  m  sect.  S. 
ilum,  10.  ftc.     As  hearing  is  eating,  as  the  word  is  his  flesh,  so 
is  the  bread  after  consecration  in  a  spiritual  sense.    IS.  That 
irtndi  comes  most  fully  home  to  this,  is  their  affinuatire 
conc£9*ning  baptism,  to  the  same  purposes,  and  in  many  ox 
the  same  expressions  which  they  use  in  this  other  sacrament. 
St.  Ambrose*  speaking  of  the  baptismal  waters,  affirms  ^'  na- 
turam  mutari  per  benedktionem^^  '^the  niiture  of  them  is 
changed  by  blessing  ;^^-^and  St.  Cyril,  of  Alexandria  ,  saith^ 
^  By  the  operation  of  the  Holy  g^pirit,  the  waters  are  reformed 
to  a  divine  nature,    by  which    the    baptized   cleanse    thar 
body.''— ^For  in  these,  the  ground  of  all  their  great  expres-; 
lions  Is,  that  which  St.  Ambrose  expressed  in  these  words : 
^  Non  agnosco  usum  natures  t  nullus  est  hie  natune  ordo,  ubi 
est  excellentia  gratise  r**    **  Where  grace  is  the  chief  ingre- 
dient, there  the  use,  and  the  order  of  nature^  is  not  at  all 
considered.'' — But  this   whole   mystery  is  most  clear  in  St, 
Austin**,  affirming ;    that    *'  we  are  made  partakers  of  the 
body  and  blood  of  Christ,  when,  in  baptism,  we  are  made 
members  of  Christ ;  and  are  not  estranged  from  the  fdUow- 
ship  of  that  bread  and  chalice,  although  we  die  before  we 
eat  that  bread,  and  drink  that  cup." — ^*  Tingimur  in  passdone 
I)omini  ;**  "  We  are  baptized  into  the  passion  of  our  Lord,'' 
says  Tertullian ;— «  into  the  death  of  Christ,'^  saith  St.  Paul  ^ 
for  by  both  sacraments  **  we  show  the  Lord's  death. 

13.  Thirteenlhly ;  Upon  the  account  of  these  premises 
We  may  be  secured  against  all  the  objections,  or  the  greatest 
part  of  thoi^  testimonies  from  antiquity,  which  are  pretended 

^  Lib.  iv.  de  Sacianl.  et  lib.  de  iis  qui  initiantor  myster.  c.  9. 

^  Lib.  ii.  in  Johan.  c.  42. 
»  Ad  infoates  apud  Bedan  ia  1  Gort  x.  lib.  de  bap* 
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for.transubstantiation;  for  either  they  speak  that  which  we 
acknowledge,  or  that  ^it  is  Christ's  body,"  that  it  is  ^not 
pommon  bread/  that  '  it  is  a  divine  thing,^  that  ^  we  eat 
Christ^s  flesh,'  that  '  we  drink  his  bkx>d,'  and  the  like ;  all 
which  we  acknowledge  and  explicate,  as  we  do  the  words  of 
institution ;  or  else  they  speak  more  than  both  sides  allow  to, 
be  literally  true ;  or  speak  as  great  things  of  other .  mysteries 
which  must  not,  cannot  be  expounded  literally ;  that  is,  they 
speak  more,  or  less,  or  diverse  from  them,  or  the  same  with, 
us :  and  I  think  there  is  hardly  one  testimony  in  Bellarmine^ 
in  Coccius,  and  Perron,  that  is  pertinent  to  this  question, 
but  may  be  made  invalid,  by  one  or  more  of  the  former 
considerations.  But  of  those,  if  there  be  any,  of  which  there 
may  be  a  material  dpubt,  beyond  the  cure  of  these  observa-* 
tions,  I  shall  give  particular  account  in  the  sequel. 

14f.  But  then  for  the  testimonies  which  I  shall  all^e 
against  the  Roman  doctrine  in  this  article,  they  will  not  be 
so  easily  avoided.  1.  Because  many  of  them  are  not  only 
affirmative  in  the  spiritual  sense,  but  exclusive  of  the  natiual 
and  proper,  2.  Because  it  is  easy  to  suppose  that  they  may 
speak  h3rperboles,  but  never  that  which  would  undervalue 
the  blessed  sacrament ;  for  an  hyperbole  is  usual,  not  a  pLua/ais^ 
or  the  *  lessening'  a  mystery ;  that  may  be  true,— this,  never; 
that  may  be  capable  of  a  fair  interpretation,  this  can  admit 
of  none;  that  may  breed  reverence,-— this,  contempt.  To 
which  I  add  this,  that  the  heathens,  slandering  the  Christians, 
to  be  worshippers  of  Ceres  or  Liber,  because  of  the  holy 
bread  and  chalice  (as  appears  in  St.  Austin,  book  xx,  chap.  13. 
against  Faust  us  the  Manichee),  had  reason  to  advance  the 
reputation  of  sacramental  signs  to  be  above  common  bread, 
and  wine,  not  only  so  to  explicate  the  truth  of  the  mystery, 
Init  to  stop  the  mouth  of  their  caliunny :  and  therefore  for 
higher  expressions  there  might  be  cause,  but  not  such  a  cause 
for  any  Jower  than  the  severest  truth;  and  yet  let  me 
observe  this  by  the  way :  St,  Austin  answered  only  thus : 
^*  We  are  far  from  doing  so,  Quamvis  panis  et  calicis  sacra* 
saentum  ritu  nostro  amplectamur."  St.  Austin  might  have 
jurther  removed  the  calumny,  if  he  had  been  of  the  Roman 
p^s.uasion;  who  adore  not  the  bread,  nor  eat  it  at  all  in 
their  synaxes,  until  it  be  no  bread,  but  changed  into  the 
body  of  our  Lord/    Put  he  knew  nothing  of  that.     Neither 
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was  there  ever  any  scandal  ot  Christians  upon  any  mistake, 
that  oould  be  a  probable  excuse  for  them  to  lessen  their 
expressions  in  the  matter  euchiaristical.  Indeed  Mi*.  Brerdy 
harfi  got  an  ignorant  fancy  by  the  end,  which  I  am  now  to 
note,  and  wipe  off.  He  says,  that  the  primitive  Christians 
were  scandalized  by  the  heathen  to  be  eaters  of  the  flesh  of 
a  child,  which,  in  all  reason^  must  be  occasioned  by  their  doc- 
trine of  the  manducation  of  Christ's  flesh  in  the  sacrament ; 
and  if  this  be  true,  then  we  may  suspect^  that  they^  to  wipe 
off  this  scandal,  might  remove  their  doctrine  as  far  from 
the  objections  as  they  could,  and  therefore  might  use  some 
lessening  expressions.  To  this  I  answer,  that  the  occasions 
of  the  report  were  the  sects  of  the.  Gnostics,  and  the  Pepu-» 
tians.  The  Gnostics,  as  Epiphanius  reports,  bruised  a  new- 
bom  infant  in  a  mortar,  and  ali  of  them  did  communicate,  by 
eating  portions  of  it ;  and  the  Montanists,  having  sprinkled  a 
little  child  with  meal,  let  him  blood,  and  of  that  made  their 
eucharistical  bread ;  and  these  stories  the  Jews  published  to 
disrepute,  if  they  could,  the  whole  reli^on ;  but  nothing  of 
this  related  to  the  doctrine  of  the  Christian  eucharist,  though 
the  bell  always  must  tinkle,  as  they  are  pleased  to  tliink. 
But  this  turned  to  advantage  of  the  truth,  and  to  the  clearing 
of  this  article.  For  when  the  scandal  got  foot,  and  run 
abroad,  the  heathens  spared  not  to  call  the  Christians  can- 
nibals, and  to  impute  to  them  anthropophagy,  or  the  devour- 
ing human  flesh,  and  that  they  made  Thyestes^s  feast,  who,  by 
the  procurement  of  Atreus,  ate  his  own  children*  Against  this 
the  Christian  apologists  betook  themselves  to  a  defence. 
Justin  Martyr  says,  the  false  devils  had  set  on  work  some 
vUe  persons,  to  kill  some  one  or  other  to  give  colour  to  the 
report.  Athenagoras  %  in  a  high  defiance  of  the  infamy,  asks, 
*'  Do  you  think  we  are  murderers  ?  for  there  is  no  way  to  eat 
man^s  flesh,  unless  we  first  kill  him." — Octavius,  in  Minutius 
Felix,  confutes  it  upon  this  account :  "  We  do  not  receive 
the  blood  of  beasts  into  our  food,  or  beverage;  therefore  we 
are  infinitely  distant  from  drinking  man's  blood.'' — ^And  this 
same  TertuUian,  in  his  Apologetick  %  presses  further,  affirming, 
that  *'  to  discover  Christians,  they  use  to  offer  them  a  bl^^ok 
pudding,  or  something  in  which  blood  remained,"  and  they 

i  J^egat.  ptd  Christian.  rCap.  9. 
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chose  rather  to  die,  than  to  do  it;  md  of  this  we  may  see 
instances,  in  the  istorj  ei  Sfinctps  and  Blandina,  in  the  eade* 
siastical  histories.    Concerning  whidi  it  is  remarkable,  what 
Oecumenius,  in  his  Cat^9  upon  the  Sd  chapter  of  the  first 
epistle  of  St.  Peter,  reports  out  of  Irenseus;   ^  The  Greeks, 
haying  taken  some  servants  of  Christians,  pressing  to  team 
something  secret  of  the  Christians,  and  thej  halving  nothing 
!n  their  notice  to  please  the  inquisitors,  except  that  they  had 
heard  of  their  mai^ters,  that  the  divine  communion  is  the 
blood,  and  body  of  Christ ;  they  supposing  it  true  according 
to  their  rude  natural  apprehensions,    tcnrtured   Sanctus   and 
Blandina,  to  confess  it.    But  Blandina  answered  them  tfius : 
^  How  can  they  suffix  any  such  thing  in  the  exerdse  of  their 
religion,  who  do  not  nourish  themselves  with  flesh  that  is 
permitted?^    All  {his  trouble  came  upon  the  act  of  the  fbre- 
mentioiied   heretics ;    the   report   was   only    concerning   the 
blood  of  an  infant, .  not  of  a  man,  as  it  mast  have  been,  if 
ft  had  been  occasioned  by  the  sacrament;  but  the  sacrament 
was  not  so  much  as  thought  of  in  this  scrutiny,  till  the  exa- 
mination of  the  servants  gave  the  hint  to  him  in  the  torture 
of  Blandina. — -Cardinal  Perron,  perceiving  much  detriment 
likely  to  come  to  their  doctrine  by  these  apologies  of  the 
priinitive   Christians,  upon  the  eleventh- anath^matism  of  St. 
Cyril,  says,  that  they  deny  anthropophagy,  but  did  not  deny 
theanthropophagy,— saying,  that  *  they  did  not  eat  the  flesh, 
nor  drink  the  blood  of  a  mere  man,  but  rf  Christy  who  was 
6od  and  man  :* — which  is  so  strange  a  device,  as  I  wonder 
ft  could  drop  from  the  pen  of  so  great  a  wit.     For  this  would 
have  been  a  worse,  and  more  intolerable  scandal,  to»aflirm 
that   Christians   eat  their  God,   and  sucked -his- blood,   and 
%ere  devourers  not  only  of  a  man,  but  of  an  immortal  Qod. 
But,  however,  let  his  fan6y  be  confronted  with  thfe  extracts 
of  the  several  apologies,  which  I  have  now  cited,--and  it  will 
appear,  that  nothing  of  the  Cardinal's  fancy  can  come  near 
their  sense,  or  words :  for>  all  the  business  was  upon  the  blood 
of  B,  child,  which  the  Gnostics  had  killed,  or  the  Montanists 
tormented ;  and  the  matter  of  the  sacrament  was  not  in  the 
whole'  rumour  so  mudi  as  thought  upon. 

15.  Lastly:  unless  there  be  no  one  objection  of  ours,  that 
means  as  it  says,  but  all  are  shadows,  and  nothing  is  awake 
but  Bellarminei  in  all  bis  dreama;  or  Perron,  m  all  his  labo* 
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xiobs  ^xcus^;  if  we  be  allowed  to  be  iti  our  wits,  and  to 
iBidentiaid  Latm,  oi^  Greek,  or  common  s^se;  unless  the 
fiuihert  must  all  be  understood  according  to  thdr  new  non- 
aense  anavers,  which  the  primitive  doctoK«  were  so  far  from 
underatanding  or  thinking  of,  that  besides  that  it  is  next  to 
imptidenbe  to  suppose  they  could  mean  them,  their  own  doc- 
tors, in  a  few  ages  last  p&st,  did  not  know  them,  but  opposed, 
and  BpakB  some  things  contrary,  and  many  things  divers  fiom 
ithemi  I  say,  unless  we  have  neither  sense,  nor  reason,  nor 
souls  like  other  men,  it  is  certain,  that  not  one,  nor  two, 
bat  Very  many  of  the  fathers,  taught  our  doctrine  most  ex« 
pressly  in  this  article,  and  against  theirs.  And  after  all, 
whether  the  testimonies  of  the  doctors  be  ancient  or  modem, 
it  is  advantage  to  us,  and  inconvenient  for  them ;  for  if  it  be 
ancient,  it  shows  their  doctrine  not  to  be  from  the  beginning* 
if  it  be  modem,  it  does  it  more;  for  it  declares  plainly,  the 
doctfibe  to  be  but  of  yesterday :  now  I  am  very  certain,  I 
can  make  it  appear,  not  to  have  been  the  doctrine  of  the 
church,  not  of  any  church  whose  records  we  have,  for  above  a 
thousand  years  together. 

16*  But  now,  in  my  entry  upon  the  testimonies  of  fathers, 
I  shall  make  my  way  the  more  plain  and  credible,  if  I  pre* 
mise  the  testimonies  of  some  of  the  Roman  doctors  in  this 
business.  And  the  first  I  shall  name,  is  fiellonmne'  himself, 
who  was  the  mdst  wary  of  giving  advantage  against  himself; 
but  yet  he  says,  '^  Non  esse  mirandum,^  &c.  <<  it  is  not  to  be 
wandered  at,  if  St.  Austin,  Theodoret^  and  others  oi  the 
ancients,  spake  some  things,  which,  in  ^ow,  seem  to  favour 
the  heretics,  when,  even  from  Jodocus  some  things  did  fall, 
which  by  their  adversaries  were  drawn  to  their  cause.^*— ^ 
Now  thoogh  he  lessens  the  mdtter  by  ^  quaedam'  and  ^  vide« 
antur,**  and  ^  in  speciem,^  ^  seemingly,^  and  ^  in  jshow'  and 
^  some  things,*  yet  it  was  as  much  as  we  could  expect  from 
him;  with  wh<Hn  ^idsibiliter/  if  it  be  on  our  side,  must  mean 
*  invidbilit^r;^  and  *  statuimus,' must  be  ^  abrogamus.' — But  I 
tent  not  herer  Alphonsus  k  Castro'  says  more:  <^  De  tran« 
suhstantiatiotie  pads  in  corpus  Christi,  raraest,  in  antiquia* 
scriptoribus,  mentio  :^  **  The  ancient  writers  seldom  mention 
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the  change  of  the  substance  of  bread  ulto  the  body  of  Christ*^ 
r-'•^AJld  yet  these  men  would  make  us  belieye^  that  all  the 
world  is  their  own.  But  Scotus  does  directly  deny  the  doo 
'trine  of  Conversion  or  transubstantjation  to  be  aacient;  so 
/Bays  Hetoriquez ".— ^^  Ante  concilium  Lateranense,  tiansub- 
^tantiatio  non  fuit  dogma  fidei  ;'^  so  said  Scotus  himself,  as 
Bellarmine^  cites  him:  and  some  of  the  fathers ^  of  the  fio* 
ciety  in  England,  in  their  prison  affirmed,  <^  Aem  transubstan^ 
tiationis  patres  ne  attigisse  quidem;^  ^^  That  the  &thers  did 
not  so  much  as  touch  the  matter  of  transubstantiationv"'-^ 
and  it  was  likely  so,  because  Peter  Lombard  %  whose  desigD 
it  was  to  collect  the  sentences  of  the  fathers  into  heads  of 
articles,  found  in  them  so  nothing  to  the  purpose  of  tran- 
substantiation,  that  he  professed  he  was  not  aUe  to  define, 
whether  the  conversion  of  the  eucharistical  bread  were  icsmai 
or  substantia],  or  of  another  kind.  ^^  To  some  it  seems  to 
he  substantial,  saying,  ^  the  substance  is  changed  into  the 
substance:'"— ^  Quibusdam,'  et  *;videtur,'  *  it  seems,^ — and 
that  not  to  all  neither,  but  to  some;  for  his  part,  he  knows 
not,  whether  they  are  right  or  wrong;  therefore,  in  his  days, 
the  doctrine  was  not  cathoUc.  And,  methinks,  it  was  an 
odd  saying  of  Vasquez*,  and  much  to  this  purpose;  *  that  as 
^oon  as  ever  the  later  schoolmen  heard  the  name  of  transub^ 
^tantiatlon,  such  a  controversy  did  arise  concerning  the  natuie 
9f  it  (he  says  not  of  the  meaning  of  the  word,  but  the  nature 
pf  the  thing),  that  by  how  much  the  more  they  did  endeavout 
to  extricate  themselves,  by  so  much  the  more  they  were 
entangled  in  difficulties/ — ^It  seems  that  it  was  news  to  them 
to  hear  talk  of  it,  and  they  were  as  much  strangers  to  the 
nature  of  it,  as  to  the  name ;  it  begat  quarrels,  and  became 
a  riddle,  whioh  they  could  not  resolve ;  but,  Uke  Achelous'a 
horn,  sent  forth  a  river  of  more  difficulty  to  be  waded 
through,  than  the  horn  was  to  be  broken.  And  amongst 
these  schoolmen,  Durandus  maintained  an  heretical  opinioa 
(says  Bellarmine^),  sajdng,  ^  that  the  form  of  bread  was* 
changed  into  Christ^s  body:  but  that  the  matter  of  bread 
'remained  still ;' — ^by  ^hich  also  it  is  apparent,  that  then  this 

"  Sum.  lib.  viii.  c.  23. 
^  De  Euch.  lib.  iii.  c.  23.  Sect.  Unum.  tamen. 

y  Discourse  modest,  p*  18>  4 Lib*  iv.  Sent. dist.  II.  lit.  a. 
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.doctrine  waa  but  in  the  forge;  it  was  once  stamped  upon  at 
the  Lateran  council,  but  the  form  was  rude^  and  it  was  fain  to 
be  cast  again>  and  pdlished  at  Trent;  the  Jesuit  order  being 
„the  chief  masters  of  the  mint.  But  now  I  proceed  to  the  trial 
of  this  topic. 

17.  I  shall  not  need  to  arrest  the  reader  with  consideration 
of  the  pretension  made  by  the  Boman  dcxstors,  out  of  the 
passions  of  the  apostles,  which  all  men  condemn  for  spurious 
and  apocryphal ;  particularly  *  the  passion  of  St.  Andrew,^  said 
to  be  written  by  the  priests  and  deacons  of  Achaia.  For  it  is 
sufficient  diat  they  are  so  esteemed  by  Baronius%  censured 
for  such  by  Gelasius,  by  Philastrius  and  Innocentius ;  they 
were  corrupted  also  by  the  Manichees  by  additions  and  de- 
tractions;  and  yet  if  they  were  genuine  and  uncorrupted, 
they  say  notMng,  but  what  we  profess :  ^'  Although  the  holy 
lamb,  truly  sacrificed,  and  his  flesh  eaten  by  the  people,  doth 
nevertheless  persevere  whole  and  alive  ;'^  for  no  man,  that  I 
loiow  of,  pretends  that  Christ  is  so  eaten  in  the  sacrament 
that  he  dies  for  it ;  for  his  flesh  is  eaten  spiritually  and  by 
faith,  and  that  is  the  most  true  manducation  of  Christ^s  body, 
the  flesh  of  the  holy  Lamb :  and  this  manducation  *  breaks 
not  a  bone  of  him ;'  but  then  how  he  can  be  torn  by  the  teeth 
of  the  commimicants,  and  yet  *  remain  whole,^  is  a  harder 
matter  to  tell:  and  therefore  these  words  are  very  far  from 
their,  sense;  they  are  nearer  to  an  objection :  but  I  shall  not 
be  troubled  with  this  any  more ;  save  that  I  shall  observe  that 
osxe  White*^,  of  the  Boman  persuasion,  quoting  part  of  these 
words  which  Bellarmine,  and  from  him  the  under-writers  ob« 
ject:  ^^  Ego  omnipotenti  Deo  omni  die  immaculatum  agnum 
sacrifico," — of  these  words  in  particular  affirms,  that,  without 
all  controversy,  they  are  apocryphal. 

18*  Next  to  him  is  St.  Ignatius,  who  is  cited  to  have  said 
something]  of  this  question,  in  his  epistle  ^  ad  Smyrnenses;' 
q>eaking  of  certain  haretics,.  "  They  do  not  admit  of  eucha^ 
rists,  and  oblations,  because  they  do  not  confess  the  eucharist 
to  be  the  flesh  of  our  Saviour,  which  flesh  suffered  for  us:** 
They  that  do  not  confess  it,  let  them  be  anathema:  for  sure 
it  JBy  as  sure  as  Christ  is  true:  but '  quomodo'  is- the  question^ 

c  S.  Andrece  Annal.  to.  1«  A.  Ep.  44*  num.  4. 
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and  of  {his  St.  Ignatius  says  nothing'.  But  lihe  undmtdnA- 
ing  of  tiiese  words  perfectly »  depends  upon  the  story  of  that 
time.  Concerning  whi^^h,  we  learn  but  of  TertuUian  and 
Irenssiis,  that  the  Marcosians,  the  Valentiniansy  and  Mav- 
donites,  who  denied  the  incarnation  of  the  Son  of  God,  £d 
nevertheless  use  the  euchaiJstioal  symbols;  though,  I  say, 
they  denied  Christ  to  have  aTx)dy.  Now  because  lliis  if  sage 
of  dieirs  did  confute  their  grand  heresy,  (for  to  what  pQiMSe 
should  they  celebrate  the  sacrament  of  Christ's  body,  ii  he 
.had  none  ?)  therefore  it  is  that  St.  Ignatius  might  say:  <They 
did  not  admit  the  eucharist,  because  they  did  not  ocmfess  it 
to  be  the  flesh  of  Christ:'  for  though  in  practice  they  did 
admit  it,  yet,  in  theory,  they  denied  it,  because  it  could  be 
nothingy  as  they  handled  the  matter.  For  how  could  it  be 
Christ s  flesh  sacramentally,  if  he  had  no  flesh  really?  And, 
therefore,  they  did  not  admit  the  eucharist,  as  the  churdi 
did,  for,  in  no  sense  would  they  grant  it  to  be  the  flesh  of 
Christ;  not  the  figure,  not  the  sacrament  of  it;  lest^  ad- 
mitting the  figure,  they  should  also  confess  the  substance. 
But  besides,  if  these  words  had  been  against  us,  it  had  signi- 
fied notliing;  because  these  words  are  not  in  St. Ignatius; 
they  are  in  no  Greek  copy  of  him ;  but  they  are  reported  by 
Theodoret.  But  in  these  there  is  nothing  ebe  material,  than 
what  I  have  accounted:  for  I  only  took  them  in  by  the  by, 
because  they  are  great  names,  and  are  objected  sometimes. 

But  I  shall  descend  to  more  material  testimonies,  and  ctnm*' 
der  those  objections  that  are  incident  to  the  mention  of  ^ 
several  fathers;  supposing  that  the  others  are  invalid,  upon 
the  account  of  the  premises ;  or,  if  they  were  not,  yet  they  can 
but  pass  for  single  opinions,  against  which  themselves,  and 
others,  are  opposed  at  other  times. 

'  19*  Tertulliah  is  aflirmative  in  that  sense  of  the  article, 
Nvhich  we  teach*  ^^Acceptum  panem  et  distributum  disci- 
pulis  suis,  Christus  corpus  suum  meum  fedt,  dicendo,  '  Hoc 
est  corpus,^  i.  e.  figura  corporis  mei*.'^  He  pixyves,  against 
the  Marcionites,  that  Christ  had  a  true  real  body  in  his  in- 
carnation by  this  argument;  because  ^^  in  the  sacramelit  he 
gave  bread,  as  the  figure  of  his  body,  sarfing,  This  is  my 
body,  that  is,  the  figure  of  my  body."    Fisher,  in  his  answer 

«  TertuUian  adv.  Marclon.  lib.  ir.  c.  4Q. 
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to  the^nindi  question  propounded  by  King  James,  and  he 
from  Cardinal  Perron,  says  it  is  an  vmipQarw^  and  answers  to 
thi»  place,. that  '  Figura  corporis  mei,^  refers,  after  TertuUian'^s 
odd  manner  of  speaking,  to  ^  Hoc,'  and  not  to  '  corpus  meum,* 
whieh  •  are  the  words  immediately  preceding,  and  so  most 
proper  for  the  relation :  and  that  the  sense  is,*«-<  This  figure 
of  my  body  is  my  body:*  that  is,  *  this  which  was  a  figure  in 
the  Old  Testament,  is  now  a  substance.**— To  this  I  reply^ 
!•  It  must  mean,  *  this  which  is  present  j  is  my  body ,*^— not 
this  figure  of  my  body,  which  was  in  the  Old  Testament; 
but  this,  which  we  mean  in  the  words  of  consecration;'  and 
then  it  is  no  hyperbaton,  which  is  to  be  supplied  with  *  quod 
erat,'  *  This  which  was  ;'•— for  the  nature  of  a  hyperbaton  is, 
to  make  all  right  by  a  mere  transposition  of  the  words ;  as, 
*  Christus  mortuus  est,'  that  is,  ^unctus;'  place  *unctus'  before 
'  mortiius,'  and  the  sentence  is  perfect ;  but  it  is  not  so  here : 
without  the  addition  of  two  words,  it  cannot  be;  and  if  two 
words  may  be  added,  we  may  make  what  sense  we  please. 
But,  2.  Suppose^  that  *  figura  ccHiporis'  does  refer  to  *  hoc,'— 
yet  it  is  to  be  remembered  that  *  hoc,'  in  that  place,  is  one 
of  the  Words  of  the  institution,  or  consecration ;  and  then  it 
can*  have  no  sense  to  evacuate  the  pressure  of  his  words, 
8.  Suppose  this  reference  of  the  words  to  be  intended,  then 
the  sense  will  he*  *  This  figure  of  my  body,  is  my  body;'  the 
consequent  of  which,  is  that  which  we  contend  for :  that  the 
same  which  is  ctdled  *  his  body,  is  the  figure  of  his  body:'  the 
one  is  the  subject;  the  other,  the  predicate :^  and  then  it 
affirms  all  that  is  pleaded  for :  as  if  we  say,  *  Hsec  eflSgies  est 
homo,'  we  mean,  *  it  is  the  efRgies  of  a  man ; '  and  so  in  this, 
*^This  figure  of  my  body,  is  my  body,'  by  the  rule  of  deno- 
minatives, signifies,  *  This  is  the  figure  of  my  body  ,'-^-4.  In 
the  preceding  Words,  TertuUian  says,  ^  the  pascha  [was  the 
type  of  his  passion !  "^  this  pascha  he  desired  to  eat ;  this  pascha 
.  Was  not  the  lamb ; — ^for  he  was  betrayed  the  night  before  it 
Was  to  be  eateti':  **professus  se  coHcupi^^ntia  concupisse 
edere  pascha  ut  suum  (indignum  enim  tit  quid  alienum  con- 
fcupisceret  Deus"),  *^  he  would  eat  the  pas^over  of  his  own,"— 
^*  figuram'  satiguinis  stii  salutaris  implere  concupiscebat,"  '*  he 
desired  tb  fulfil  the  figure,"  that  is  to  produce  the  last  of  all 
the  figures  of  his  healing  blood :  now  this  was  by  eating  the 
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paschal  Iamb,  that  is,  himself;  tar  the  other  wad  Hot  to  be 
eaten  that  night.  Now  then,  if  the  eating,  or  delivering 
himself  to  be  eaten  that  night,  was  *  implere  figuram  san« 
guinis  sui/  he  then  did  *  fulfil  the  figure  of  his  bloody  there- 
fore, '  figura  corporis  mei/  in  the  following  words,  must  relate 
to  what  he  did  that  night ;  that  therefore  was  the  figure,  but 
the  more  excellent,  because  the  nearest  to  the  substance, 
which  was  given  really  die  next  day :  this  therefore,  as  St. 
Gregory  Nazianzen  affirms,  was  the  most  excellent  figure, 
the  paschal  lamb  itself  being  ^  figura  figurae,^  '  the  figure  of  a 
figure,''  as  I  have  quoted  him  in  the  sequel.  And  it  is  not 
disagreeing  from  the  expression  of  Scripture,  saying  that  the 
law  had  (Txiav,  oKK*  ovk  avriv  r^v  elxova  to/v  vpayf/Mtem ;  *^  a 
shadow,  but  not  the  very  image^:''^  that  was  in  the  ceremo- 
nies of  the  law, — ^this,  in  the  sacraments  of  the  Gospel: 
Christ  himself  was  the  to  'jrpayiMc,  *  the  thing  itself; '  but  the 
image  was  more  than  the  shadow,  though  less  than  the  sub« 
stance :  dyrirvirov  was  the  word  by  which  the  fathers  expressed 
this  nearer  configuration.  5.  Whereas  it  is  added,  it  had  not 
been  a  figure,  *  nisi  veritatis  esset  corpus,' — to  my  sense 
clears  the  question;  for  therefore  (Christ's  body,  which  he 
was  clothed  withal,  was  a  true  body,  else  this  could  not  be  a 
figure  of  it ;  but  therefore  this,  which  was  also  a  figurcy  could 
not  be  the  true  body,  of  which  it  was  a  figure.  6«  That  which 
J'isher  adds,  that  TertuUian's  drift  was  to  show,  that  whereas 
in  the  Old  Testament,  bread  was  the  figure  of  the  body  of 
Christ  (as  appears  by  the  words  of  the  prophet,  ^  Mittamus 
lignum  in  panem  ejus;'  that  is,  crucem  in  corpus  ejus)  Christ 
in  the  New  Testament,  made  this  figure  really  to  be  his  body ; 
this  I  conceive  to  make  very  much  against  Tertullian's  d&p 
sign.  For  he  proves  that  therefore  Christ  might  well  call 
bread  his  body ;  that  was  no  new  thing,  for  it  was  so  also  in 
the  old  figure;  and  therefore  may  be  so  now:  but  that  this 
was  no  more  than  a  figure,  he  adds,  **  If  therefore  he  made 
bread  to  be  his  body,  because  he  wanted  a  true  body,  then ' 
bread  was  delivered  for  us,  and  it  would  advance  the  vanity 
of  Marcion,  that  bread  was  crucified.^'-T— No,  this  could  not 
be ;  but  therefore  he  must  mean,  that,  as  of  old,  in  the  pror 
phet  and  in  the  passover,  so  now  in .  the  last  supper,  he  gave 
Jhe  same  figure,  and  therefore  that  which  was  figur^  ws^ 

f  Heb.  i«  V.  1, 
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teal,  viz.,  his  crucified  bcxly.  Now  suppose  we  should  frame 
this  argument  out  of  TertuUian^s  miedium,  and  suppose  it  to 
be  made  by  Marcion :  "  The  body  of  Christ  was  deUvered 
for  the  sins  of  the  world/^— &c.  ^^  yoa  Catholics  say  that 
bread  is  the  body  of  Christ,  therefore  you  say  that  bread 
was  delivered  for  the  sins  of  the  whole  world,  and  that  bread 
was  crucified  for  you,  and  thatbreadis  the  Son  of  God;"— 
what  answer  could  be  made  to  this  out  of  Tertullian,  but  by 
expounding  the  minor  proposition  figuratively  ?  We  Catho- 
lics say,  that  the  eucharistical  bread  is  the  body  of  Christ  in 
a  figurative  *  sense,  it  is  ^  completio^  or  '  consummatio  figu* 
rarum,'  ^  the  last  and  most  excellent  of  all  figures.^  But  if 
he  should  have  said,  according  to  the  Roman  fancy,  that  it 
is  the  natural  body  of  Christ,  it  would  have  made  rare 
triumphs  in  the  schools  of  Marcion.  But  that  there  may 
be  no  doubt  in  this  particular,  hear  himself  summing  up  his 
own  discourses  in  this  question:  *^  Proinde  panis  et  calicis 
Sacramento  jam  in  evangelio  probavimus  corporis  et  san^ 
guinis  Dominici  veritatem  adversus  phantasma  Mardonis:^ 
^^  Against  the  phantasm  of  Marcion  we  have  proved  the  verity 
of  Cbrisf  s  body  and  blood  by  the  sacrament  of  bread  and 
mneK"  7.  This  very  answer  I  find  to  be  TertuUian's **  own 
explication  of  this  afiair ;  for  speaking  of  the  same  figura- 
tive speech  of  the  prophet  Jeremy,  and  why  bread  should 
be  called  his  body;  he  gives  this  account:  "  Hoc  lignum  et 
Jeremias  tibi  insinuat  dicturis  praedicans  JudaBis,  ^  Venite  mit- 
tamus  lignum  in  panem  ejus/  utique  in  corpus;  sic  enim 
Deus  in  evangelio  quoque  vestro  revelavit,  panem  ^  corpus 
suum**  appellans,  ut  et  hinc  jam  eum  intelligas  corporis  sui  figu- 
ram  pani  dedisse,  cujus  retro  corpus  in  panem  prophetis  figu^ 
ravit,  ipso  Domino  hoc  sacramentum  postea  interpretaturo  :^ 
^*  For  so  God  revealed  in  your  Gospel,  called  bread  his  body, 
that  hence  thou  mayest  understand  that  he  gave  to  bread 
the  figure  of  his  body,  whose  body  anciently  the  prophet 
figured  by  bread,  afterwards  the  Lord  himself  expounding 
the  sacrament.*" — ^Nothing  needs  to  be  plainer.  By  the  way, 
let  me  observe  this,  that  the  words,  cited  by  Tertullian  out 
of  Jeremy,  are  expounded,  and  recited  too,  but  by  allusion. 
For  there  are  no  such  words  in  the  Hebrew  text :  which  is 
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thus  to  be  rendered,  *  Comimpamus  veneno  cibum  ejus,^  and 
so  cannot  be  referred  to  the  sacrament ;  unless  you  wiU  sup- 
pose,  that  he  fore-signified  the  poisdning  the  emperor,  by  ai 
oon'secrated  wafer,  fiut  a^  to  the  figure,  tfak  is  often  said  by 
him;  for  in  the  first  book  against  Marcion,  he  hath  these 
words  again  .^-^<  Nee  reprobavit  panem,  quo  ipaum  corpus 
suum  repraesentat,  etiam  in  sacramends  propriis  ^ens  men* 
didtatibus  Creatoris  :^  <^  He  refused  not  bread,  by  which  he 
represents  his'  own  body,  wanting  or  using  in  the  sacraments 
the  meanest  things  of  the  Creator.'^  For  it  is  not  td  be  inia* 
gined,  that  Tertullian  should  attempt  to  persuade  Marcion> 
that  the  bread  was  really  and  properly  Christ^s  body ;  but 
that  he  really  deUvered  his  body  on  the  cross,  that  botii  ia 
the  Old  Testament,  and  here,  himsdf  gave  a  figure  of  it  in 
bread  and  wine,  for  that  was  it  which  the  Mardonites  denied  ; 
laying,  '  on  the  cross  no  real  humanity  did  suffer ;'— and  he 
confutes  them  by  saying,  these  are  figures,  and  therefore  de* 
note  a  truth.  8.  However,  these  men  are  resolved,  that  this 
new  answer  shall  please  them,  and  serve  their  turn ;  yet  some 
of  their  fellows,  great  clerks  as  themselves,  did  shrink  under 
the  pressure  of  it,  as  not  being  able  to  be  pleased  with  so 
laboured  and  improbable  an  answer.  For  Harding  again^ 
Juel*  hath  these  words,  speaking  of  this  place,  which  inter- 
pretation is  not  according  to  the  true  sense  of  Christ's  words, 
although  his  meaning  swerve  not  from  the  truth ;  and  B. 
Rbenaniis,  the  -author  of  the  admonition  to  the  ireader,  *  De 
quibusdam  Tertulliani  Dogmatis,^  seems  to  confess  this  to  be 
TertuUian's  error :  "  Error  putantium  corpus  Christi  in  eu- 
charistia  tantum  esse  sub  figurst,  jam  oYnH  condemnatus,^' 
'*  The  error  of  them  that  think  the  body  of  Christ  is  in  the 
eucharist,  only  in  a  figure, — ^is  now  long  since  condemned.*— 
But  Garetius*^,  Bellarmine*,  Justinian"*,  Cotton  %  Fevarden- 
tius%Valentia'*,  and  Vasquez  %  in*  the  recitation  of  this  passage 
of  Tertullian,  very  fairly  leave  out  the  words  that  pinch  them, 
and  which  clears  the  article ;  and  bring  the  former  words  for 
themselves,  without  the  interpretation  of  *  id  est,  figura  cor- 
poris mei.'    I  may  therefore,  without  scruple,  reckon  Ter- 
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toUiaai  on  our  side,  against  whose  plain  words  no  real  eKceptioa 
can  lie^  himiielf  expounding  his  own  meaning  in  the  pursuance 
of  the  figurative  sense  of  this  mystery. 

20*  Concernmg  Origen  I  have  already  ^ven  an  acKoqnt 
ia  the  ninth  paragrajA)  and  other  pkc^  casually,  and  made 
k  ^pear  that  he  is  a  direct  opposite  to  the  doctrine  ci  tran- 
8ubetantiati<Hi.  And  tjie  same  al9o  of  Justin  Martyr,  para^ 
geajdi  th^  iilth,  number  9,  where  also  I  have  enumerated 
divers  others,  who  speak  upon  parts  of  this  question,  on  which 
the  whole  depends,  whither  I  refer  the  reader.  Only  oonoem- 
ing  Justin  Martyr,  I  shaU  recite  these  words  of  his  against 
Tryphon:  ^^  Figura  fuit  panis  eucharistiae,  quon  in  recorda* 
tioDem  pasfnonis-^facere  prascipit:'"  **  The  bread  of  the  eu- 
charist  was  a  figure,  which  Christ  the  Lord  commanded  to.  do 
m  remembrance  of  his  passion/' 

21.  Clemens  Alexandrinus  saith',  ^irrov  ie  ro  alfMc  Kvpiw, 
&C.  <^  The  blood  of  Christ  is  two-fold ;  the  gbb  is  carnal^  by 
which  we  are  redeemed  from  death ;  the  other  spiritual,  viz., 
by  which  we  are  anointed.  And  this  is  to  drink  the  blood 
of  Jesus,  to  be  partakers  of  the  incorruption  of  our  Lord. 
But  the  power  of  the  word  is  the  Spirit,  as  blood  is  of  the 
fliesh.  Therefore,  in  a  moderated  proposition,  and  conve- 
nience, wine  is  mingled  with  water,  as  the  Spirit  with  a  man. 
And  he  recdives  in  the  feast,  [viz.,  eucharistical]  tempered 
wine  unto  faith.  But  the  spirit  leadeth  to  incorruption,  but 
the  mixture  of  both,  viz.  c^  drink  and  the  word,  is  called  the 
eucharist,  whieh  is  praised,  and  is  a  good  gift  or  grace^ 
of  which  they  who  are  partakers  by  faith,  are  sanctified  in 
body  and  soul.''  Here  plainly  he  calls  that  which  is  in  the 
eucharist,  *  spiritual  blood  ;^  and  without  repeating^  the  whole 
discourse  is  easy  and  clear.  And  that  you  may  be  certain 
of  St.  Clement's  meaning,  he  disputes  in  the  same^  chapter, 
against  the  Encratites,  who  thought  it  not  lawful  to  drink 
wine.  E3  ya§  JVts,  ^xsreXaf  g  oYvov  xat  avros^  &e.  '*  For  be  ye 
sure,  he  also  did  drink  wine,  for  he  also  was  a  man,  and  he 
blessed  wine  when  he  said,  Take  drink,  royro  yt,ov  effn  to  aTptoc 
t5s  oiiMti\ov9  This  is  my  blood,  the  blood  of  the  vine-;  for  that 
word  [that  was  shed  for  many  for  the  remission  of  sins]  it 
ngnifies  aUegorically  a  holy  stream  of  gladness ;   8ri  $s  orvo^  h 

^  F»d«  lib.  ii*  c.  9. 
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roevKorn^hy  but  that  '  the  thing  which  had  been  blessed  was 
wine^^  he  showed  again,  saying  to  his  disciples,  I  will  not 
drink  of  the  fruit  of  this  vine  till  I  drink  it  new  with  you  in 
my  Father's  kingdom.'^ — Now  St.  Clement,  proving  by 
Christ's  sumption  of  the  eucharist,  that  he  did  drink  wine, 
must  mean  the  sacramental  symbol  to  be  truly  wine,  and 
^  Christ's  blood  allegorically,  that  holy  stream  of  gladness  ;* 
or  else  he  had  not  concluded,;  by  that  argument,  against  the 
Encratites.  Upon  which  account  these  words  are  much  to 
be  valued,  because  by  our  doctrine  in  this  article,  he  only 
could  confute  the  Encratites ;  as  by  the  same  doctrine  expU^ 
cated,  as  we  explicate  it,  Tertullian  confuted  the  Marcioniteis, 
and  Theodoret  and  Gelasius  confuted  the  Nestorians,  and 
Eutychians;  if  the  doctrine  of  transubstantiadon  bad  been^ 
true,  these  four  heresies  had  by  them,  as  to  their  particular 
arguments  relating  to  this  matter,  been  unconfuted. 

22.  St.  Cyprian,  in  his  tractate  *  de  Unctione,'  which  Cani- 
sius,  H  rding,  Bellarmine^  and  Lindan  cite,  hath  these  words, 
*^  Dedit  itaque  Dominus  noster,"  &c.  ^'  Therefore  our  Lord^ 
in  his  table  in  which  he  did  partake  his  last  banquet  with  hia 
disciples,  with  his  own  hands  gave  bread  and  wine;  but  on 
the  cross  he  gave  to  the  soldiers  his  body  to  be  wounded,, 
that,  in  the  apostles,  the  sincere  truth,  and  the  true  sincerity 
being  more  secretly  imprinted,  he  might  expound  to  the 
Gentiles,  how  wine  and  bread  should  be  his  flesh  and  blood, 
and  by  what  reasons  causes  might  agree  with  effects,  and 
divers  names  and  kinds  (viz.,  bread  and  wine)  might  be  re-, 
duced  to  one  essence,  and  the  signifying,  and  the  signified,, 
might  be  reckoned  by  the  same  words:" — and  in  his  third, 
epistle  hath  these  words,  "  Vinum  quo  Christi  sanguis  osten^ 
ditur,"  "  wine  by  which  Christ  is  shown  or  declared :"  Here 
I  might  cry  out,  as  Bellarmine  upon  a  much  slighter  ground, 
*'  Quid  clariiis  dici  potuit  ?"  But  I  forbear ;  being  content  to 
enjoy  the  real  benefits  of  these  words  without  a  triumph. 
But  I  will  use  it  thus  far,  that  it  shall  outweigh  the  words 
cited  out  of  the  tract  ^  de  Coena  Domini,'  by  Bellarmine,  by 
the  Rbenjists,  by  the  Boman  catechism,  by  Perron,  and  by 
Gregory  de  Valentia.  The  words  are  these,  "  Fanis  iste,, 
quem  Dominus  discipulis  porrigebat,  non  efligie  sed  natur&. 
mutatus  omnipotentia  verbi  factus  est  caro,  et  sicut  in  per- 
sona Christi,"  &c.     "  The  bread,  which  the  Lord  gave  to  his 
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disciples, .is  changed,  not  in  shape,  but  in  nature,  being  made 
flesh  by  the  omnipotency  of  the  word;  '^  and  as  in  "  the  person 
of  Christ  the  humanity  was  seen,  and  the  divinity  lay  hid,  so 
in  the  visible  sacrament,  the  divine  essence,  after  an  inefiable 
manner,   powrs  itself  forth,   that  devotion  about  the   sacra- 
ments  might  be  religion,  and  that  a  more  sincere  entrance 
may  be  opened  to  the  truth,  whereof  the  body  and  the  blood  are 
sacraments,  even  xinto  the  participation  of  the  Spirit,  not  unto 
the  consubstantiality  of  Christ.'"      This  testimony,   as  BeL 
larmine  says,  admits  of  no  answer.     But,  by  his  favour,  it 
admits  of  many :    1.  Bellarmine  cites  but  half  of  those  words, 
and  leaves  out  that  which  gives  him  answer.     2.  The  words 
affirm,  that  that  body  and  blood  are  but  a  sacrament  of  a 
reality  and  truth ;  but  if  it  were,  really  and  naturally,  Christ's 
body,  then  it  were  itself,  *  Veritas  et  corpus,'  and  not  only  a 
sacrament.      3.  The  truth  [of  which  these  are  sacramental] 
is  *  the  participation  of  the  Spirit;'  that  is,  a  spiritual  commu^ 
nication.      4.  This  does  not  arrive  ^  ad  consubstantialitatem 
Christi,'  ^  to  a  participation  or  communion  of  the  substance 
of  Christ;'  which  it  must  needs  do,  if  bread  were  so  changed 
in  nature,  as  that  it  were  substantially  the  body  of  Christ. 
5.  These  sermons  of  St.  Cyprian's  title  and  name  are  under 
the  name  also  of  Amoldus,  abbot  of  Bonavilla,  in  the  time  of 
St.  Bernard,  as  appears  in  a  manuscript  in  the  library  of  All 
Souls  College,  of  which  I  had  the  honour  some  time  to  be  a 
fellow.     However,  it  is  confessed  on  all  sides,  that  this  trac- 
tate is  not   St.  Cyprian's;  and  who  is  the  father  of  it,   if 
Amoldus  be  not,  cannot  be  known;  neither  his  age  nor  re- 
putation.    His  style  sounds  like  the  eloquence  of  the  monas- 
tery, being  direct  friar's  Latin,  as  appears  by  his  *  honorificare, 
amaricare,    injuriare,    demembrare,     sequestrare,    attitulare, 
spiritualitas,  te  supplico,'  and  some  false  Latin  besides ;  and 
therefore  he  ought  to  pass  for  nothing;  which,  I  confess,  I 
am  sorry  for,  as  to  this  question;  because,  to  my  sense,  he 
gives  us  great  advantage  in  it.     But  I  am  content  to  lose 
what  our  cause  needs  not.     I  am  certain  they  can  get  nothing 
by  him.     For  if  the  authority  were  not  incompetent,   the 
words  were  impertinent  to   their  purpose,  but  very  much 
against  them :  only  let  me  add  out  of  the  same  sermon  these 
words :    "  Panis  iste  communis,    in    carnem    et    sanguinem 
mutatus,  procurat  vitam  et  incrementum  corporibus,  ideoque 
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ex  oonsueto  effectu  fidei  nostra  adjuta  infirmiUft,  Beniifaili 
argumento  edocta  et  visibilibus  sacramentis  inesse  vitas  «etem« 
effectum,  et  non  tarn  corporali  qukm  spiritual  tiansitione  nos 
cum  Christo  uniri:^^  *^  That  common  bread,  being  changed 
into  flesh  and  blood,  procures  life  and  increment  tD  our  bo* 
dies;  therefore  our  infirmity,  being  helped  with  the  iiauai 
effect  of  faith,  is  taught  by  a  sensible  argument,  that  the 
effect  of  eternal  life  is  in  visiUe  sacraments,  and  thut  Wt 
are  united  to  Christ,  not  so  much  by  a  corporal,  as  by  a  spi^ 
litual  change.***  If  both  these  discourses  be  put  together, 
let  the  authority  of  the  writer  be  what  it  will>  the  gi^eat^ 
the  better. 

9S,  In  the  dialogues  against  the  Marcionites,  collected 
out  of  M aximus  in  the  time  of  Commodus  or  Severus*,  or 
thereabouts,  Origen  is  brought  in  Speaking  thus :  E<  J'  &s  oiwi 
tpaffiif^  atxxpKOSf  xat  aioufjjos  ^v,  icolas  tra^oi*,  ^  rhos  trwyLaroSf  4 
vcoiov  xtf/,aro^  e'txovas  iiSous  dqrov  ts  xal  vonipioy  svsrgXXero  roTf 
fMtBfirat^  ^li  rovrtjv  r/jv  dvifAWimv  avrov  fr^isXaSau ;  '^  If  as  the 
Marcionites  say,  Christ  had  neither  flesh  nor  blood,  of  what 
flesh  or  of  what  blood  did  he,  giving  bread  and  the  chalice  as 
images,  command  his  disciples^  that  by  these  a  remembrance 
of  him  should  be  made  ?  " 

24.  To  the  same  purpose  are  the  words  of  Eusehiust: 
Ta  (Ti//xCoXas  xtis  svOiov  oiKOvofAiAf  roTf  adrov  Ta^eJ/fcy  yM^mraTF 
riiv  bIkovx  rov   15/ot;   oeufAxro^  voteitjO^i  ^ra^ajcgXsvopwvof.     **  He 

gave  to  his  disciples  the  symbols  of  Divine  economy,  eommand- 
ing  the  image  or  type  of  his  own  body  to  be  made : "  and  again, 
rovrov  Sijiu  rov  ^uf^acvo^  t^v  (AvnfJi/iny  hrl  fpavi^'ns  evrsXerv,  &« 
ovyJ^oKctiv  rovTB  ffcu /Macros  ahrov  xai  rot;  ffcjvnpiov  al/jLoctof  itari 
^sffiJLovs  rrif  xaivris  ^aS-nxus"  VixpsiX'n^ores'.  *'  They  received  a 
command,  according  to  the  constitution  of  the  New  Testament, 
to  make  a  memwy  of  this  sacrifice  upon  the  table,  by  the  sym* 
beds  of  his  body  and  healthful  blood." 

26.  St.  Ephrem"  the  S)rrian,  patriarch  of  Antioch,  is 
dogmatical  and  decretory  in  this  question,  ro  itapi  rav  mar^t 
Xa/xCavo/xevov  aSJiAx  Hpiffrov  xal  rris  alff^r^s  ovoias  ov%  l^ioraroLi 
(puffsofSf  xal  rrii  vovirris  aStatqsrov  /xive*  x^^piros :  **  The  body  of 
Christ,  received  by  the  faithful,  departs  not  from  his  sensible 

•  A.  D.  190.  t  Lib.  viii.  de  Monst.  Evang.  c.  1.  lib.  i.  c.  ult. 

^  S.  Ephrem.  de  sacris  Antioch.  Legibus  apud  Phot.  lib.  i.  co.  S29.     Scotus 
Jesttita  exponit  iSW«t«m  '  cognoscitur/  contra  senaum  loci. 
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gtob^tittic^y  and  i^  undivided  from  a  spiritual  grace/'  He 
lidda  the  shmlitude  and  parity  d  baptism  to  tUs  mystery  i 
^*  for  ev«i  baptism  being  wholly  m|ide  spiritual,  and  being 
that  which  is  the  same  and  proper  of  the  sensible  substance^ 
I  mean  of  >^ater,  savesj-^-Hmd  tlt^t  whieh  is  born^  doth  not 
pearish."  I  will  not  descant  upon  theie  or  any  other  wends 
of  the  fathers  I  allege;  f<Mr  if  of  their  own  natural  intent^ 
they  cb  not  t^ach  our  doctrine^  I  am  content  they  should  pasi^ 
fernodiing* 

^.  St.  Epiphaniusxy  affirming  a  man  to  be  hke  6od,  nivnt 
TO  xdtr*  Blxiva^  aWa  od  xari  f6<nv,  ^  in  some  image  cHr  shniHtudey 
not  according  to  nature/'  illustrates  it  by  the  annlitude 
of  the  blessed  sacrament :  ^  We  see  that  our  Saviour  took 
hito  his  hands,  as  the  evangelist  hath  it,  that  he  arose  from 
supper,  and  took  those  things;  and  when  he  had  given  thanks^ 
he  said,  ^  This  is  mine,  and  this ;'  we  see  it  is  not  equal,  it  is 
not  like,  not  to  the  image  in  the  flesh,  not  to  the  invisiUf 
Deity,  not  to  the  proportion  of  members ;  for  this  is  a  round 
form,  xaci  dvalaQviroy  us  v^os  r'nv  ivvafxiVf  and  cannot  perceive  any 
thing,  or  is  *  insensible  according  to  power^  or  faculty,  and  he 
would  by  grace  say,  '  This  is  mine,  and  this ; '  and  every  man 
believes  the  word  that  is  spoken;  for  he  that  beheveth  not 
him  to  be  true,  is  fallen  from  grace  and  salvation."— -Now 
the  force  of  Epiphanius's  argument,  consisting  in  this,  that 
we  are  like  to  God  after  his  image,  but  yet  not  acccMrding  to 
nature,  as  the  sacramental  bread  is  like  the  body  of  Christ,— 
it  is  plain,  that  the  sacramental   species  are  the  body  al 

Christ,  and  his  blood,  xar  lixovoe,  aXka  ov  %xri  f  (;<ny,  ^^  ac« 
eording  to  the  image  or  representment,  not  according  to 
nature,^*  but  according  to  grace. 

26.  Macarius's  words  are  plain  enough ^i  'Ev  rfi  IxxXtiiri^ 
^-^off^ggETai  a^vQs  x«J  oXyos  dyrirwov  rSf  trapitos  airw  xal  rod 
alfjMTos,  xal  ol  fxsraXai^Qdyovres  Ix  rov  fa^ivofAivou  a^rov  tcyzviAart" 
1L&S  T^v  ff«§xa  rot;  ILv^iov  IMovac  ^*  In  the  church  is  ofRsited 
bread  and  wine,  the  antitype  of  his  flesh  and  blood  f  and  they 
that  partake  of  the  bread  that  appears,  do  spiritually  eat  the 
flesh  of  Christ.'* 

26.  St.  Gregory  Nazianzen*,  speaking  of  the  pascha, 
saith,  "  Jam  potestatis  participes   erimus,"  &c.     "  Now  we 

*  In  Ancorato.  »  Hoiiiil.»7,  *  Orat.  2.  in  Pasc. 
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shall  be  partakers  of  the  paschal  supper,  but  still  in  figure^ 
though  more  clear  than  in  the  old  law.  For  the  legal  pa^soyer 
(I  ^11  not  be  afraid  to  speak  it)  was  a  more  obscure  figure  of 
a  figure." 

St.  Ambrose  is  of  the  same  persuaj^on'l  ^^  FaQ  nobis 
hanc  oblationem  ascript^km^  rationabilem,  aoceptabilem,.  quod 
£!St  figura  corporis  et  sanguinis  Domini  nostri  Jesu  Christi : " 
f^  Make  this  ascribed  oblation  reasonable  and  acceptable^ 
which  is  the  figure  of  the  body  and  blood  of  our  Lord  JesM3 
Christ." — ^And  again,  "  Mira  potentia,"  &c  "  it  is  a  wonder- 
ful power  of  God,  which  makes  that  the  bread  should  remain 
what  it  is,  and  yet  be  changed  into  another  thing." — And 
again  **>  "  How  much  more  operative  is  the  word  of  Christ, 
that  the  things  be  what  they  were,  and  yet  be  changed  into 
another?  and  so  that  which  was  bread  before  consecratioUf 
now  is  the  body  of  Christ."—"  Hoc  tamen  impossibile  est,  ut 
pams  sit  corpus  Christi ;  sed.hsec  verba  ad  sanum  intellectum 
sunt  intelhgenda,  ita  solvit  Hugo,"  smth  the  gloss  in  Gratian^;; 
which  is  an  open  defiance  of  the  doctrine  of  St.  Ambrosq^ 
aiiirming  it  to  be  impossible.  But  because  the  words  pinch 
severely,  they  have  retrenched  the  decisive  words,  and  leavje 
out  ^*  et  sint,"  and  make  them  to  run  thus,  "  that  the  things 
be— -changed  into  another;"  which  corruption  is  discovered 
by  the  citation  of  these  words  in  Paschasius,  Guitmond, 
BertriEun,  Algerus,  Ivo  Camotensis,  Gratian,  and  Lombard. 
But  in  another  place  he  calls  the  mystical  chalice  '  the  type 
of  the  blood  **r  and  that  "  Christ  is  ofiered  here,  '  in  imagine,* 
in  type,  image,  or  representation;  *  in  coelo,  in  veritate,'  the 
truth,  the  substance  is  in  heaven."  —  And  again,  "This, 
therefore,  truly  is  the  sacrament  of  the  flesh.  Our  Lord 
Jesus  himself  says,  this  is  my  body.  Before  the  blessing  by 
the  words  it  was  named  another  species  (or  kind) ; ,  after  the 
consecration,  the  body  of  Christ  is  signified®." 

Sn.  St.  Chrysostom  is  brought  on  both  sides,  and  his 
ihetoric  bath  cast  him  on  the  Koman  side,  but  it  also 
bears  him  beyond  it;  and  his  divinity  and  sober  opinions 
have  fixed  him  on  ours.  How  to  answer  the  expressions 
l^perbolical^  which  he   often   uses,  is  easy,   by  the  use   of 

"  De  Sacr&ni.  lib.  iv.  c.  5.  -  b  ibid.  c.  4. 

*  De  Consec.  dist.  2.  Panls  est.  <i  In  1  Cor  xi 

e  De  Offic.  lib.  1.  c.  48.    Lib.  de  Initial,  c.  9. 


IN   THE   HOLY  SACRAMENT.  85 

rhetoric  and  the  customs  of  the  words :  but  I  know  not  how 
any   maii  can  sensibly  answer  these  words,  *'For  as  before 
the  bread  is  sanctified,  we  name  it  bread,  but  the  Divine 
grace  sanctifying  it  by  the  means  of  the  priest,  it  is  freed 
from  the  name  of  bread,  but  it  is  esteemed  worthy  to  be  ' 
called  the  Lord'^s  body,  although  the  nature  of  bread  remains 
111  itf.^*    To  the  same  purpose  are  those  words  oh  the  twenty- 
second  Psalm,  published  amongst  his  works ;    though,  po9- 
sibly,  they  were  of  some  other  of  that  time,  or  before,  or 
after ;  it  matters  not  to  us,  but  much  to  them :  for  if  he  be 
latet,  and  yet  esteemed  a  catholic  (as  it  is  certain  he  was, 
and  the  man  awhile  supposed  to  be   St.  Chrysostonl),  it  is 
the  ^eater  evidence,    that  it  was   long  before  the  church 
received  their  doctrine.     The  words  are  these :  "  That  table 
he  hath  prepared  to   his  servants  and  his  maidens  in  their 
sight ;  that  he  might,  every  day,  show  us  in  the  sacrament, 
according  to  the  order  of  Mdchisedeck,  bread  and  wine  la 
the  likeness  of    the  body  and   blood   of  Christ'.*''     To  the 
same  purpose  is  that  saying  in  the  homilies  of  whoever  is  the 
author  of  that  *opus  imperfectum*  upon  St.  Matthew:  **Si 
igitur  haec  vasa,''   &c.    "  If,  therefore,   these  vessels  being 
sanctified,  it  be  so  dangerous  to  transfer  them  to  private 
uses,  in  which  the  body  of  Christ  is  not,  but  the  mystery  of 
his  body   is    contained ;  •  bow  much    more    concerning  the 
vessels  of  our  bodies, '^  &c*     Now  against  these  testimonies, 
they  make  an  outcry  that    they  are    not    St.   Chrysostom's 
works, — and  for  this  last,  the  book  is  corrupted,  and,  they 
think,  [in  this  place  by.  some  one  of  Berehgarius's  scholars; 
for  they  cannot  tell.     Fain  they  would  believe  it;  but  this 
kind  of  talk  is  a  resolution  not  to   yield,   but  to  proceed 
against  all  evidence ;  for  that  this  place  is  not  corrupted,  but 
was  originally  th6  sense  of  the  author  of  the  homilies,  is 
highly  credible  by  the  faith  of  all  the  old  manuscripts;  and 
there  is  in  the  public  library  of  Oxford  an   excellent  manu- 
script, very  ancient,  that  makes  faith  in  this  particular ;  but 
that  some  one  of  their  scholars  might  have  left  these  words 
out  of  some  of  their  copies,  were  no  greater  wonder,  though  I 

^  Ep.    ad    Oesar.  cont.    Heeres.  Apollinarii  citat.  per  Damascen.  et  per 
collect,  sent,  patrum  contra  Severianos  edit,  per  Turrian. 

ff  Horn.  11.  in  St.  Matt. 
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do  hot   find   they  did,  but  tli^at  tbey  foisted  in  a  miprginal 

note^  affirming  that  theae  words  are  not  in  all  old  copies ;  an. 

affirmation  very  confident,  but  a^  the  case  stands^  to  very 

fittle  purpose.      But,  npon  this    account,  nothing  can   be 

*  prbvod  from  sayings  of  fathers.     For  either  they  are  not  their 

ofr'n  works,  but  made  by  another ;  atf  2.  they  are  ciqpable  of 

another  sense}    or,  3«  the  places  are  corrupted  by  heretics; 

<Hr,  4.  it  is  not  in  some  old  copies;  which  pretences  I  am 

content  t6  let  alone,  if  they,  upon  this  account,   will  but 

transact  the  question  wholly  by  Scripture  and  common  sense. 

$«  It  matters  not  at  all,  what  he  is,  sa  he  was  not  esteemed  an 

ber^tip ;  and  that  he  was  not  it  is  certain,  since,  by  them^ 

selves,  the  books  are  put  among  the  works  of  St  Chrysosh 

torn,  and  themselves  can  quote  them  when  they  seem  to  do 

them  service.    All  that  I  infer  from  hence  is  this,  that  when-t 

soever  these  books  were  written^  some  man,  esteemed  a  good 

eatholic,  was  not  of  the  Boman  persuasion  in  the  matter  of 

the  sa<?rament ;  therefore,  their  opinion  is  not  catholic.    But 

that  St«  Chrysositom  may  not  be  drawn  from  his  right  of 

giving  testimony   and  interpretation  of  his  words  in  otiber 

places ;   in  his  twenty-third   homily  upon    the   first  of  the 

Corinthians,  which  are  undoubtedly  his  own:  be  saith,  **  As 

thou  eatest  the  body  of  the  Lord,  $q  they  (viz,  the  fidthful  in 

the  bid  Testament)  did  eat  manw :  ^  thou  drinkest  blood, 

^  they  the  water  of  the  rock.    For  though  the  things  which 

are  made,  be  sensible,  yet  they  are  given  spiritually,  not  a&> 

eoirding  to  the  consequence  of  nature,  but  according  to  the 

grace  of  a  gift,  and  with  the  body  they  also  nourish  the  soul^i 

leading  iinto  faith." 

88,  The  next  I  produce  for  evidence  in  this  case  is  St^ 
Aifetin,  concerning  whom  it  is  so  evident  that  he  was  sk 
protestant  in  this  article,  that,  truly,  it  is  a  strange  boldness 
to  deny  it;  and  upon  equal  terms,  no  man's  mind  in  the 
world  can  be  known ;  for  if  aJl  that  he  Says  in  this  questioDi 
shall ;  be  reconciled  to'  trian^bstantiatiofi,  I  know  no  reason 
but  it  may  be  possible,  biit  a  witty  man  may  pretend,  when  I 
am  dead,  that  in  this  discourse,  I  have  pleaded  for.  tb^ 
doctrine  of  the  Roman  church.  I  will  set  his  words  down 
nakedly,  without  anygloss  upon  them,  and  let  them  do  by 
themselves  as   much  as  they  can*      ^<  Si   ehim   sacramenta 
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quandam  sitnilitudiaem^/' &e,   <*For  if  the  aacraments  had 
pot  a  certain  similitude  of  those  thii]^^  whereof  they  are 
sacraments,  they  were  no  sacraments  at  all.     But  from  this 
similitude,  fot  the  most  part,  they  recdve  the  things  them^ 
telvee.     As  therefore,   according  to  a  certain  manner,  the 
sacrament  of  the  body  of  Christ  is  the  body  of  Christ,  the 
samtment  of  the  blood  of  Christ  is  the  blood  of  Christ:  so 
the  saeram^t  of  faith  is.^^    Now  suppose  a  stranger  to  the 
tricks  of  the  Boman  doctors,  a  wise  and  a  discerning  man, 
should  read  these  words  in   St.  Austin,  and  weigh  them 
diligently,  and  compare  them  with   all  the  adjacent  words 
and  circumstances  of  the  place,  I  would  desire  reasonably  to 
be  answ^ed,  on  which  side  he  would  conclude  St.  Austin  to 
be?  if>  in  any  other  place,  he  speaks  words  contrary ;  that  is 
Us  fault  dt  forgetfulness :  but  if  the  contrary  had  been  the 
doctrine  of  the  church,  he  could  never  have  so  forgotten  his 
religion  and  communion,  as  so  (^nly  to  have  declared  a  con- 
trary sense  to  the  same  artide.     **  Non  hoc  corpus,   quod 
videtis^  manducaturi  estisV^  &c.     *^  You  are  not  to  eat  this 
body  which  you  see,^'  so  he  brings  in  Christ  speaking  to  his 
dkciples,  ^^  or  to  drink  that  blood,  which  my  crucifiers  shall 
pour  forth ;   I  have  commended  to  you  a  sacrament,  which, 
being    spiritually     understood,    shall    quicken   you;^^ — and 
^^  Christ  brought  them  to  a  banquet,  in  which  he  commended 
to  his  disciples  the  figure  of  his  body  and  blood  *^ :'" — *^  For 
he  did  not  doubt  to  say^  This  is  my  body,  when  he  gave  the 
sign  of  his  body."" — "  Quod  ab  omnibus  sacrificium  appel- 
Jatur'^,'^  &c.     ^'  That  which  by  all  men  is  called  a  sacrifice,  is 
the  sign  oi  the  true  sacrifice,  in  which  the  flesli  of  Christ, 
tftar  his    aasinnption,  is    celebrated    by    the    sacrament  of 
remembrances.''    But  concerning  St.  Austin^s    doctrine,    I 
shall  refer  him  that  desires  to  be  further  satisfied,  to  no  other 
record  than  their  own  canon  law''.     Which,  not   only  from 
St..  Austin,  but  from  divers  others,  produces  testimonies  so 
many,  so  pertinent,  so  full  for  our  doctrine,  and  against  the 
dream  of  transubstantiation,  that  it  is  to  me  a  wonder,  why 
it  is  not  clapped  into  the  *  Indices  Expurgatorii,' — ^for  it 

i>  Ep.  ad  Bonifac  >  In  Psal.  xcviii.  k  Jn  Fsal.  iii. 

1  Cont.  Adimant.  c.  12.  ™  Contr  .Faustum  Manich.  lib.  x.  c.  2. 

^  De  Conseciat.  d.  2. 
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speaks  very  many  truths  beyond  the  cure  of  their  glosses; 
which   they  have  changed  and  altered   several  times.     But 
that   this  matter  concerning  St.  Austin  may  be  yet  clearer, 
his  own  third  book,  *  De  Doctrind  Christiana,'  is  so  plain  for 
us  in  this  question,  that  when  Frud^ardus,  in  the  time  of 
Charles  the  Bald,  had,  upon  occasion  of  the  dispute,  which 
then  began  to  be  hot  and  interested  in  this  question,  read 
this  book  of  St.  Austin,  he  was  changed  to  the  opinion  of  a 
spfritual  and  mysterious  presence ;  and  upon  occasion  of  that 
his  being  persuaded    by   St.  Austin,  Paschasius  Ratherdus 
wrote  to  him,  as  of  a  question  then  doubted  of  by  many 
personis,  as  is  to  be  seen  in  his  epistle  to  Frudegardus.     I 
end  this  of  St.  Austin  with  those  words  of  his,  which  he 
intends  by  way  of  rule   for  expounding  these  and  the  like 
words  of  Scripture  taken  out    of   this    book   '  of  Christian 
doctrine;'       "  Locutio    preceptiva%"    &c.       *^  A  preceptive 
speech,  forbidding  a  crime  or  commanding  someihiDg  good 
or  profitable,  is  not  figurative ;  but  if  it  seeins  to  command  a 
crime,  or  forbid  a  good,  then  it  is  figurative :  *  unless  ye  eat 
the  flesh    of   the   Son   of  Man,'   &c.  seems  to  command  a 
wickedness,  it  is  therefore  a  figure  commanding  us  to  com- 
municate  with  the  passion  of  our  Lord,  and  sweetly   and 
profitably  to  lay  it  up  in  our  memory,   that  his  flesh  was 
crucified  and  wounded  for  us.''     I  shall  not  need  to  urge  that 
this    holy   sacrament   is   called    ^^  Eucharistia  carnis  et  san- 
guinis," "  The  eucharist  of  the  body  and  blood,"  by  Ireiiaeus ; 
— ^*  Corpus    symbolicum    et    typicum,"    by  Origen; — "In 
typo  sanguis  ;"  by  St.  Jerome ;— *  similitudo,  figura,  typus^ 
avrirvirov^   images,  enigmas,  representations,  expressions,  ex« 
emplars,'  of  the  passion,  by  divers  others :  that  which  I  shall 
note  here  is   this,  that  in  the  council  of  Constantinople**  it 
was  publicly  professed,  that  the  sacrament  is  not  the  body  of 
Christ  (pjjffet,  but  &eVei,  *  not  by  nature,  but  by  represehtment ;' 
for  so  it  is  expounded.      To  SeVei  t^toi  rt  elxwv  alroif  ayl«,   *  the 
holy  image  of  it,*  and  T^s-  Bv%apiaria,s  aprov  or  a%|/ei;5S  e'lxovai 
rris  (fvoiKTis  ffa/?)tos",  *  the  eucharistical  breiad  is  the  true  image  oif 
the  natural  flesh,^  and  ^  ^^ozsa^i^oros  b\kuv  rr,s  oapitos  avrov^  and 
axf/eySais-  avrov  elxwv  rvis  ev  a»px\  oiKOVOiMas  XpKrrov'  *  A  figure  or 

o  Lib.  iiir  c.  15,  16,  A.  D.  754.  of  388.  B.  B. 
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image  delivered  by  Grod,  of  his  flesh ;  and  a  true  image  of 
the  incarnate  dispensation  of  Christ  ^J*  These  things  are 
found  in  the  third  tome  of  the  sixth  action  of  the  second 
Nicene  council,  where  a  pert  deacon,  ignorant  and  confident, 
had  boldly  said,  that  none  of  the  apostles  or  fathers  had  ever 
called  the  sacrament  the  ^  image '  of  Christ's  body  ;  that  they 
were  called  avrirwaf  '  antitypes,^  before  consecration,  he 
grants ;  but  after  consecration,  they  are  called,  and  are,  and 
are  believed  to  be,  the  body  and  blood  of  Christ  properly; 
which,  I  suppose,  he  might  have  learned  of  Damascene,  who, 
in  opposition  to  the  Iconoclasts,  would  not  endure  the  word 
*  type,'  or  *  image,'  to  be  used  concerning  the  holy  sacra- 
ment; for  they  would  admit  no  other  image  but  that :  he,  in 
defiance  of  them  who  had  excommunicated  him  for  a  wor- 
shipper of  images,  and  a  half  Saracen,  would  admit  any  image 
but  that;  but  denied  that  to  be  an  image  or  type  of  Christ'. 
For  Christ  said  not.  This  is  the  type  of  my  body,  but  it  is  it; 
But,  however,  this  new  question  began  to  brangle  the  words 
of  type  and  antitype,  and  the  manner  of  speaking  began  to 
be  changed,  yet  the  article,  as  yet,  was  not  changed.  For 
the  fathers  used  the  words  of  type,  and  antitype,  and  image, 
&c.  to  exclude  the  natural  sense  of  the  sacramental  body; 
and  Damascene,  and  Anastasius  Sinaita,  and  some  others  of 
that  age,  began  to  refuse  those  words,  lest  the  sacrament  be 
thought  to  be  nothing  of  reality,  nothing  but  an  image.  ,  And 
that  this  reaUy  was  the  sense  of  Damascene,  appears  by  his 
words,  recited  in  the  acts  of  the  second  council  of  Nice, 
affirming,  that  the  Divine  bread  is  made  Christ's  body  by 
assumption  and  inhabitation  of  the  Spirit  of  Christ,  in  the 
same  manner  as  water  is  made  the  laver  of  r^eneration* 
But,  however  they  were  pleased  to  speak  in  the  Nicene 
assembly,  yet,  in  the  Roman  edition  of  the  councils,  the 
publishers  and  collectors  were  wiser,  and  put  on  this  marginal 
note :  avriruita.  /xsra  to  ayiao&mai  voKKaxis  ivperon  xaXovyu^m  ru 
iyia,  ioJpoL*  '^  The  holy  gifts  are  oftentimes  called  types  and 
figures  even  after  consecration;" — ^particularly  by  Gregory 
Nazianzen  •;  and  St.  C3rril  of  Jerusalem  *.  I  remember  only 
one  thing  objected  to  this  testimony  of  so  many  bishops,  that 

q  Vide  Concil.  General,  torn.  iii.  p.  599.  edit.  Rom  . 
r  De  Fide^  lib,  iv,  c.  H.  ■  lu  Apolog.  et  Oral.  Funebr.  pro  Gorg. 

t  Mystag*  Catech'.  5. 
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they  were  iconoclasts  or  breakers  of  inutges,  and,  therefore, 
not  to  be  trusted  in  any  other  article.  So  Bellarmine,  as  I 
remember.  But  this  is  just  as  if  I  should  say,  that  I  ought 
to  refuse  the  Lateran  coundl,  because  they  were  worshippers 
of  images,  or  defenders  of  purgatory.  Surely  if  I  should,  I 
had  much  more  reason  to  refuse  their  s^itence,  than  there  iep 
that  the  Greeks  should  be  rgected  upou  so  slight  a  pretence ; 
nay  for  doing  that  which,  for  aught  appears,  was,  in  aU  their 
circumstances,  their  duty  in  a  high  measure;  so  that,  in 
effect,  they  are  refused  for  b^g  good  Christians.  But  after 
this,  it  happened  again,  that  the  words  of  <  type^  and  '  image* 
were  disliked  in  the  question  of  the  holy  sacrament,  by  the' 
empercAr  Charles  the  Great,  his  tutor  Alcuinus,  and  the 
assembly  at  Frankfort;  but  it  was  in  opposition  to  the 
council  of  Constantinople,  that  called  it  the  true  image  of 
Christ's  body,  and  of  the  Nicene  council,  who  decreed  the 
worship  of  images ;  for  if  the  sacrament  were  an  image,  as 
they  of  Constantinople  said,  then  it  might  be  lawfiil  to  give 
reverence  and  worship  to  some  images:  for  although  these 
two  synods  were  enemies  to  each  other,  yet  the  proposition 
of  one  might  serve  the  design  of  the  other:  but,  therefore, 
the  western  doctors  of  that  age,  speaking  against  the  decree 
of  this,  did  also  mislike  the  expression  of  that ;  meaning, 
that  the  sacrament  is  not  a  type  or  image,  as  a  type  is  taken 
for  a  prefiguration,  a  shadow  of  things  to  come,  hke  the  legal 
ceremonies,  but  in  opposition  to  that  is  a  body  and  a  truth ; 
yet  still  it  is  a  sacrament  of  the  body,  a  mystery  which  is  the 
same  in  effect  with  that  which  the  fathers  taught  in  thdr  so 
frequent  using  these  words  of  type,  &c.  for  seven  hundred 
and  fifty  years  together*  And  concerning  this,  I  only  note 
the  words  of  Charles  the  emperor,  ^  Ep.  ad  Alcuinum  ^  after 
the  synod :  ^^  Our  Lord  hath  given  the  bread  and  the  chalice 
'  in  figura  corporis  sui  et  sui  sanguinis,''  *  in  the  figure  of  bi$ 
body  and  blood.' "  But  setting  the  authority  aside,  tar  if 
these  men  of  Constantinople  be  not  allowed,  yet  the  others 
are,  and  it  is  notorious  that  the  Greek  fathers  did  frequently 
call  the  bread  and  wine  dv'rirt/^Xf  (Tiz/c^CoXa,  fAvtrripuCf  Eixovar, 
and  the  Latin  fathers  call  them  '^  signs,  similitudes,  figutes, 
types,  images,"  therefore  there  must  be  something  pretended 
to  stop  this  great  outcry  and  insupportable  prejudice  of  so 
great,  so  clear  authority*     After  many  trials,  as  that  by 
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*  sm/6£ypen'*  ihqr  mean  ^  exemplars/— that  it  is  only  before 
tomecoiJ&ffa,  not  after, — and  such  other  little  devices,    of 
vbich   thqr  themselyes  quickly  grew  weary;    at  last,    the 
craftiest  of  them  came  to  this,  that  the  body  of  Christ,  under 
the  apecies,  might  well  be  said  to  be  the  sign  of  the  same 
body  and  bloody  as  it  was  on  the  doss;  so  Bellaitnine^; 
that   is  the  answer;  and  that  they  are  hard  put  to  it,  you 
may  guesa  by  the  meanness  of  the  answer.     For  besides  that 
^nothii^  can  be  like  itself,'  <  idem  nan  est  simile";Vthe 
body,  as  it  is  under  the   specks,   is   glorified,    immortal, 
invifflble,  impassible,  indivisible,   insensible;    and  this  is  it 
which  he  affirms  to  be  ^  the  agn,^  that  is,  which  is  appointed 
to  signify  and  rejMcesent  a  body  that  was  humbled,  tormented, 
visible^  mortal,  sensible,  tonky  bleeding,  and  dying;  so  that 
bere  is  a  sign  nothing  like  the  thing  signified,  and  an  invisible 
sign  ct  a  yisible  body,  which  is  the  greatest  absurdity  in 
nature,  and  in  the  use  of  things,  which  is  imaginable;  but 
besides  this,  this  answer,  if  it  were  a  proper  and  sensible 
account  of  any  thing,  yet  it  is  beside  the  mark;  for  that  the 
fathers,  in  these  allegations,  affirm  that  the  species  are  the 
a^Sy  that  is,  that  bread  and  wine,  ot  the  wh^e  sacrament, 
is  a  sign  of  that  body,  which  is  exhibited  in  effisct  and 
spiritual  power :   they  dreamt  not  this  dream ;  it  was  long 
b^re  themselves,  did  dream  it :  they  that  were  but  the  day 
before  them,  having,  as  I  noted  before,  other  fancies.     I 
deny  not  but  the  sacramental  body  is  the  sign  of  the  true 
body  crucified ;  but  that  the  body  glorified  should  be  but  a 
sign  of  the  true  body  crucified,  is  a  device  fit  for  themselves 
to  fancy.    To  this  sense  are  those  words  dted  by  Lon^ard 
^nd  Gratian,  out  of  St^  Austin^  in  the' sentences  of  Prosper: 
^^  Caro  ejus  est  quam  form^  panis  opertam  in  sacramento 
aoeipimus,  sanguis  quern  sub  specie  vini  potamus :  caro,  viz. 
<;aniis,  et  sanguis  sacramentum  est  sanguinis,  came  et  san- 
guine utroque  invieabili  et  intelligibiH  et  spirituaM  ingnificaiur 
<;orpus  Chritsti  visibile  plenum  gratise  et  Divinse  majestatis  C* 
that  is,  '^  It  is  his  flesh  which,  under  the  form  of  bread, 
we  receive  in  the  sacrament,  and,  under  the  fonn  of  wine,  we 
dri^k  his  blood/^    Now  that  you  may  understand  his  mean* 

V  De  Euch.  lib.  ii.  c«  15. 

'  Nemo  est  sui  ipsius  imago.    S.  Hilar,  lib*  de  Synod.    Quod  simile  est 
Don  est  illud  cni  est  simile.    S.  Athanas.  cpntr.  Hypocr.  Meleti. 
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ing,  he  tells  you  this  is  true  in  the  '  sacramental  or  spiritual 
sense  only  ;'*  for  he  adds,  ^  flesh  is  the  sacrament  of  flesh,  and 
blood  of  blood  C  by  both  flesh  and  blood,  which  are  invisible/ 
intelligible,  and  spiritual^  is  signified  the  visible  body  of 
Christ,  full  of  grace  and  Divine  majesty.^  In  which  Wordi^ 
here  is  a  plain  confutation  of  their  main  article,  and  of  thi^ 
whimseiy  of  theirs.  For  as  to  the  particular,  whereas  Bellaf- 
mine  says  y/ that  Christ's  body,  real  and  natural,  is  the  type* 
of  the  body  as  it  was  crucified,  Sti  Austin  says,-  that  the 
natural  body  is  a  type  of  that  body  which  is  glorified,  not  the' 
glorified  body  of  the  crucified.  2i  Thkt  which  is  a  type,  is 
flesh  in  a  spiritual  senses  hot  in  a  natural;  and^  therefore,  it 
can  mean  nothing  biit  this^  that  the  sacramental  body  is  a 
figure  and  type  of  the  real :  i^eq  %hi  h7iiau:  And  thisi  thing  is 
noted  by  the  gloss  of  Griatian* ;  *  Garo,**  i.  e.  '  species  camis^ 
sub  qua  latet  icorpus  Chiisti,'  &c.  •  The  flesh,  that  is,  th^ 
species  of  it  uildei*  which  it  lies,  are  the  sacrament  of  thef 
flesh  :' — so  that  the  being  of  a  sacrament  of  Christ's  body  is 
wholly  relative  to  the  sjnnbols,  not  to  the  body ;  as  if  the 
body  were  his  own  sign  and  his  own  sacrament. 

30.  Next  to  this  heap  of  testimonies,  I  must  repeat  the 
words  of  Theodoret  and  Gelaisius,  which  though  known  in 
this  whole  question^  yet  being  plain,  certain,  and  unanswer- 
able, relying  upon  a  great  article  of  the  religion,  even  th^ 
union  of  the  two  natures  of  Christ  into  one  person,  without 
the  change  of  substances,  inust  be  as  sacred  and  untouched 
by  any  trifling  answer,  as  the  article  itself  ought  to  be  pre-i 
served.  The  ca«e  was  this:  the  Eutychiaii  heretics  denied 
the  natures  of  Christ  to  be  unitfed '  in  one  person,  that  is, 
they  denied  him  to  be  both  God  and  man,  saying,  his 
humanity  was  taken  into  his  divinity  after  his  ascension. 
The  fathers  disputing  agiainst  them,  say,  the  substances 
remain  entire^  though  joined  in  the  person.  The  Eutychiahs 
said  this  was  impossible'.  But  as,  in  the  sacrament,  the 
bread  was  t*ianged  into  Christ'^s  body,  so,  in  the  ascension j 
was  the  humanity  turned  into  the  divinity.  To  this,  Theo- 
d<M«t  answers  in  a  dialogue  between  the  Eutychians,  under 
the  name  of  Eranistes,  and  himself  the  Orthodox  \ :  "  Christ 

'  Ubi  supra.      .  '  De  Consecrat.  d.  2.  c.  Hoc  est  quud. 
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honoured  the  symbols  and  signs^  which  are  seen,  with  the 
title  of  his  body  and  blood,  not  changing  the  nature,  but 
to  nature  adding  grace*.^  The  words  are  not  capable  .of 
«n  answer,  if  we  observe  that  he  says,  there  is  no  change 
->nade,  but  only  grace  superadded;  in  aU  things  else,  the 
things  are  the  same.  Aiid  again:  <^  For  neither  .do  the 
:inystical  signs  recede  from  their  nature;  for  they  abide  in 
their  proper  substance,  figure,  and  form,  and  may  be  see^ 
and  touched:  So  the  humanity  of  Christ %^^  &c«;  .and  a 
little  after::  *^  So  that  body  of  Christ  hath  the  ancient  form, 
figure,  superscription,  and  (to  speak  the  sum  of  all)  the 
subsi^ance  .of  the  body,  although  after  the  resurrection  it 
be  immortal  and  free  from  all  corruption  i"  now  these  words 
spoken  upon  this  occasion,  to  this  purpose,  in  direct  oppo- 
sition to  a  contradicting  person,  but  casting  his  article  wholly 
,upon. supposition  of  a  substantial  change,  and  opposing  to 
him  a^ground  contrary  to  his,  upon  which  only  he  builds  his 
answer,  cannot  be  eluded  by  any  little  pretence.  BeUarmine 
and  tlie  lesser  people  from  him,  answer,  that  *  by  nature^  he 
understands  the  exterior  qualities  of  nature,  such  as  colour, 
taste,  weight,  smell,  &c.  1.  I  suppose  this,  but  does  he 
mean  so  by  ^substantia'  too?  ovala.  Does  he  by  ^  substance' 
mean  *  accidents?"  but  suppose  that  a  while,  yet  2.  If  he 
had  answered  thus,  how  had  Theodoret  confuted  the  Euty- 
chians  ?  For  thus  says  Eranistes ;  <<  As  the  bread  is  changed 
in  substance  into  the  body  of  Christ,  so  is  the  humanity  into 
the  divinity:"  yea,  but  says  Theodoret,  according  to  fiellar- 
mine,  ^^  The  substances  of  bread  are  notv  changed ;  for  the 
colour,  the  shape,  the  bigness,  and  the  smell  remain:^  or 
thus,  ^*  the  accidents  remain,  which  I  call  substance;  for 
there  are  two  sorts  of  substances;  substances  and  accidents;" 
and  this  latter  sort  of  substances  remain.;  but  not  the  former; 
and  so  you  are  confuted,  Eranistes. — But  what  if  Eranistes 
should  reply ;  *  if  you  say  all  of  bread  is  changed  excepting 
the  accidents,  then  my  argument  holds:  for  I  only. contend 
that  the  substance  of  the  humanity  is  changed,  as  you  say 
the  substance  of  bread  is:"  to  this  nothing  can  be  said, 
unless  Theodoret  may  have  leave  to  answer  as  .  otherwise 
men  must.     But  now   Theodoret  answered,   *that  the  sub- 
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iUOioe  of  bread  is  not  t^hcoiged,  but  remains  aliO,  taaA  by 
substance,  he  did  mean  substance,  and  not  the  acddents;' 
far  if  he  had,  he  had  not  spoken  s^se.  Eithef)  therefore^ 
the  testimony  of  Theodoret  remaineth  unsatisfied  by  our 
adversaries,  or  the  argument  of  the  Eutychians  is  unanswered 
by  Theodoret.  3*  Theodoret,  in  these  places,  opp^oMB  natui^ 
to  graee,  and  says,  all  r^mainsi  without  any  change  but  of 
grace.  4.  He  also  expHcatra  nature  by  substance,  so  thftt  it 
is  a  substantial  nature  he  must  mean.  5.  He  distinguishes 
substnnce  from  form  and  figure,  and  therefore,  by  8Ub# 
stance  cannot  mean  form  and  figure,  as  Bellarmine  dxeams. 
6.  He  affirms  concerning  the  body  of  Cluist,  that  in  the 
resurrection  it  is  changed  in  accidents,  being  made  xncor* 
niptible  and  immortal,  but  affirms  that  the  substance  re^ 
mains;  therefoire)  by  substance,  he  must  mean,  as  he  speaks, 
without  any  prodigious  sense  affiiced  to  the  word.  7.  Lfet 
m^  observe  this  by  the  way,  that  the  doctrine  of  the  sub^ 
stantial  change  of  bread  into  the  body  of  Chnst,  was  the 
persuasion  of  the  heretic,  the  Eutydiian  Eranistes,  but  de* 
nied  by  the  catholic  Theodoret;  so  that,  if  they  will  pr^ 
tend  to  antiquity  in  this  doctrine,  their  plea  is  made  ready 
knd  framed  by  the  Eutychian,  from  whom  they  may,  if  they 
please,  derive  the  original  of  their  doctrine,-— or,  if  they 
please,  from  the  elder  Marcosites;  but  it  wiU  be  but  vain 
to  think,  the  Eutydiian  did  argue  from  thence,  as  if  it  had 
been  a  catholic  ground;  reason  we  might  have  had  to  aup* 
pose  it,  if  the  catholic  had  not  denied  it.  But  the  case 
is  plain:  as  the  Sadducees  disputed  with  Christ  about  the 
article  of  no  spirits,  no  resurrection,  though,  in  the  church  oi 
the  Jews,  the  contrary  was  the  more  prevailing  opinion;  so 
did  the  Eutychians  upon  a  pretence  of  a  substantial  conversion 
in  the  sacrament,  whidi  was  then  their  &ncy,  and  devised  to 
illustrate  their  other  opinion:  but  it  was  ^savowed  by  the 
catholics. 

SL  Gelasius^  was  engaged  against  the  same  persons  ill 
the  same  cause,  and  there£[»re  it  will  be  needful  to  say  ncM 
thing,  but  to  describe  his  words.  For  they  must  have  the 
same  efficacy  with  the  former,  and  prevail  equally.  ^^  Certd 
sacramenta,^  &c.     ^^  Truly  the  sacram^ta  g^  the  body  and 

^  Gelasius  de  duabus  Naturis  coat.  Eutychetem  et  Nestorium. 
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Uocxi  of  jlHpst,  which  we  receive  nt^  a  Divine  thing;  for 
that  by  them  we  are  made  partakers  of  the  Divine  nature ; 
Mid  yet  it  ceaeeg  not  to  be  the  substance  or  nature  of  bread 
and  wine.-    And  truly  an  image  and  similitude  of  die  body 
tad  blood  of  Christ,   are  eeldbrated  in  the  action  of   the 
TojsbmesJ'     These  are  his  words;  concerning  ^hich  this 
only  ia  to  be  considered,  beyond  what  I  suggested  concent* 
ing  Theodoret ;  that  although  the  word  oM»  in  the  Greek, 
whidh  we  render  *  substantia,^  might  be  apt  to  receive  'divers 
interpretations,  though  in  his  discourse  he  confined  it  to  his 
proper  meaning  (as  appears  above),— yet,  in  Gdasius,  who 
was  a  Latin  author,  the  word  <  substantia'  is  not  capable  ci 
h ;  and  I  think  there  is  no  example,  where  ^  substantia^  is 
taken  for  an  acddental  nature.     It  may,  as  all  other  words 
can,  suffer  alterations  by  tropes  a^d  figures,  but  never  signify 
grammatically  any  thing  but  itself,  and  his  usual  significations : 
and  if  there  be  among  us  any  use  of  lexicons  or  vocabularies, 
if  there  be  any  notices  conveyed  to  men  by  forms  of  speech; 
then  we  are  sure  in  these  things :  and  there  is  no  reason  we 
should  sufier  ourselves  to  be  out-faced  out  of  the  us6  of  our 
senses,  and  our  reason,  and  our  language.     It  is  usually  here 
replied,   that  Gelasius   was  an  obscurer  person,    bishop  of 
Ceesarea,  and  not  pope  of  Rome,  as  is  supposed.     I  answer,  1. 
That  he  was  bishop  of  Rome  that  wrote  the  book,  out  of  which 
these  words  are  taken,  is  afiirmed  in  the  Bibliotheca  Patrum, 
approved   by  the  theological  faculty    in   Paris,  1576:   and 
Massonius  ^de  episcopis  urbis  Roma,'  in  the  life  of  pope 
Gelasius,  saith,  that  pope  John  cited  the  book  "  de  duabus 
tfeturis," — ^and  by  Fulgentius  it  is  so  too.     2.  But  suppose 
he  was  not  pope,  that  he  was  a  catholic  bishop  is  not  denied ; 
and  that  he  lived  above  a  thousand  years  ago;  which  is  all  I 
require  in  this  business.     For  any  other  bishop  may  speak 
truth,  as  well  as  the  bishop  of  Rome;  and  his  truth  shall 
be  of  equal  interest  and  persuasion.    But  so  strange  a  reso- 
lution men  have  taken  to  defend  their  own  opinions,  that 
they  will,  in  despite  of  all  sense  and  reason,  say  something 
to  every  thing,  and  that  shall  be  an  answer  whether  it  can 
or  no, 

3S.  After  all  this,  it  is  needless  to  cite  authorities  frpm 
the  later  ages:  it  were  indeed  easy  to  heap  up  many,  and 
those  not  obscure  either  in  their  name,  or  in  their  testimony. 


96  OP   THE   HEAL   PRESENCE   OP   CHRIST 

Such  as  Facundtis,  bishop  of  Hermian,  in  Africa,  in  the  year 
5dS,  in  his  ninth  book  and  last  chapter  written  in  defence 
of  Theod.  Mopsuest.  &c.y  hath  these  words,  ^^  The  sacrament 
of  his  body  and  blood,  we  call  his  body  and  blood :  not  that 
bread  is  properly  his  body,  or  the  cup  his  blood;  but  that 
they  contain  in  them  the  mystery  of  his  body  and  blood."-~ 
Isidore^  bishop  of  Sevil,  says,  <^  Panis,  quern  frangimus,^ 
&c.  .**  The  bread,  which  we  break,  is  the  body  of  Christ, 
who  saith,  ^  I  am  the  living  bread.^  But  the  wine  is  his 
blood,  and  that  is  it  which  is  written,  <<  I  am  the  true  vine/ 
But  bread,  because  it  strengthens  our  body,  therefore  it  is 
called  the  body  of  Christ;  but  wine,  because  it  makes  blood 
in  our  flesh,  therefore  it  is  reduced  or  referred  to  the  blood 
pi  Christ.  But  these  visible  things,  sanctified  by  the  Holy 
Ghost,  pass  into  the  sacrament  of  the  Divine  body/^  Suidas 
in  the  word  *KKxkfi(jia  ;  aojfjLa  E^i/rot;  rriv  sKxXinalay  koKei  o  X§iff« 
rof  *  Koil  hi  roLvrvis  le^arEt/Ei  us  avdpamos*  iiyjsrou  is  rot  zspofftpspo/jt^va 
ons  ©EOS'*  zjpQsfiqsi  Ss  ri  hKKKrtaix  ra  rov  (JcufMcros  avrov  xai  rot; 
atyuaros  avfjuSokoCf  zjoiv  ro  ^uqaf/M  hoi  rv^s  haapyp^s  otyiil^ovaa  : 
^^  Christ  calls  the  church  his  body ;  and  by  her,  as  a  man,  he 
ministers :  but  as  he  is  God,  he  receives  what  is  offered.  But 
the  church  offers  the  symbols  of  his  body  and  blood,  sanctify- 
ing the  whole  mass  by  the  first  fruits.^  *  Symbola,'  i.  e. 
*  Signa,'  says  the  Latin  version.  The  bread  and  wine  are  *  the 
signs'  of  his  body  and  his  blood.  Zt^^CoXa,  ami^stoL-^  so  Suidas. 
Hesychius'  speaking  of  this  mystery,  affirms,  *^  Quod  simul 
panis  et  caro  est  ;'^ . "  It  is  both  bread  and  flesh  too." — ^Fulgen- 
tius  saith,  "  Hie  calix  est  Novum  Testamentum,''  i.  e.  **  Hie 
caKx,  quem  vobis  trado,  Novum  Testamentum  significat:" 
*•  This  cup  is  the  New  Testament,  that  is,  it  signifies  it." 
Yla^iiooyLs  yap  sWovx  rov  Wiov  aclff/^ros  rois  i/MBnrgus^  said  Proco- 
pius*^  of  Gaza :  "  He  gave  to  his  disciples  the  image  of  his 
own  body  ;^  avyi^^oKa,  ravrx  koi  ovk  aX'^dno^y  said  the  scholiast  upon 
Dionysius,  the  Areopagite ;  "  These  things  are  symbols,  and 
not  the  truth,  or  verity  f  * — and  he  said  it  upon  occasion  of  the 
same  doctrine,  which  his  author  **  (whom  he  explicates)  taught 
in  that  chapter;  einreBivrcov  rS)  ©e/o;  ivaiotffTnpio)  ruv  asQoLa^ 
yiiojv  avtj£oKojVy   iC   cuv  o  X^Krror  (5inyi,aivsra\  y.a\  yLsriy^BXaiy   &c, 

^  Isidorus  Hisp.  lib.  i,  de  offic.  c.  18.  '  Lib.  xx.  in  Levit.  c.  8. 
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*^  The  Divine  aymbols  bebg  placed  upon  the  altar,  by  which 
^  Christ  is  signified  and  participated/^ — ^But  this  only  I  shall 
remark,  that  transubstaiitiation  is  so  far  from  having  been 
the  primitive  doctrine,  that  it  was  among  catholics  fiercely 
disputed  in  the  time  of  Charles  the  Bald,  about  the  year 
880.  Paschasius  wrote  for  the  substantial  conversion;  Ra^ 
banus  maintained  the  contrary  in  his  answer  to  Heribaldui^, 
and  in  his  writing  to  Abbot  Egilo.  There  lived  in  the  same 
time,  in  the  court  of  Charles  the  emperor^,  a  countryman  of 
ours,  John  Scot,  called  by  some  Johannes  Erigena,  who  wrote 
a  book  against  the  substantial  change  in  the  sacrament ;  lie 
lived  also  sometimes  in  England  with  king  Alfred,  and  was 
sumamed  ^  the  wise^,^  and  was  a  martyr,  saith  Possevinus,-^ 
and  was  in  the  Roman  calendar ;  his  day  was  the  fourth  of 
the  ides  of  November,  afi  is  to  be  seen  in  the  martyrology 
published  at  Antwerp,  1486.  But  when  the  controversy 
grew  public  and  noted,  Charles  the  Bald  commanded  Bertram 
or  Ratran  to  write  upon  the  question,  being  of  themonast^ 
of  Corbey :  he  did  so,  and  defended  our  doctrine  agamst 
Paschasius:  the  book  is  extant,  and  may  be  read  by  him 
that  desires  it ;  but  it  is  so  entire  and  dogmatical  against  the 
substantial  change,  which  was  the  new  doctrine  of  Pas- 
chasius, that  Turrian'  gives  this  account  of  it,  to  dte  Ber- 
tram, what  is  it  else  but  to  say  that  Calvin^s  heresy  is  not 
new?  "  And  the  Belgic  expurgatory  Index"*  professeth 
to  use  it  with  the  same  equity,  which  it  useth  to  oUier 
cathoHc  writers,  in  whom  they  tolerate  many  errors  and 
extenuate  or  excuse  them,  and  sometimes  by  inventing  some 
device  they  do  deny  it,  and  put  some  fit  sense  to  them  when 
they  are  opposed  in  disputation ;  and  this  they  do,  lest  the 
heretics  should  talk  that  they  forbid  and  bum  books  that 
make  against  them.^  You  see  the  honesty  of  the  men ; 
and  the  justness  of  their  proceedings;  but  the  Spanish  ex- 
purgatory Index  forbids  the  book  wholly,  with  a  *  penitua 
auferatur.^ 

I  shall  only  add  this,  that,  in  the  Church  of  England, 
Bertram's  doctrine  prevailed  longer;  and  till  Lanfranck's 
time,   it  was  permitted   to  follow   Bertram    or   Paschasius* 


i  A.  D.  880.  k  Apparal.  tit.  Johannes  cognomento  Sapiens. 
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And  ^ffben  Oibem  wrote  thtf  Kres  of  Odby  mbbishap  of 
Canterbury,   Dunstati,   ^nd  Elphege,  by   the  apmmaiid  of 
Laufranck^-— he  saj%  that  in  Odo's  time,   some  cleirgymen 
affirmed  in  the  saorament  bread  and  wine  to  remauia/nA^ 
stance,  and  to  be  Chrisl'8  body  only  in  figure ;  and  tells  hem 
the  arcUbiabop  prayed^  and  blood  dxopped  out  of  (he  host 
over  the  chi^use^  and  so  his  elarks,  wUdi  then  asBistad  at 
Biass^  and  were  of  another  opinion,  were  ixnmnced.    This 
though  he  writes  ta  please  Lanfinndt  (who  first  gave  autbo^ 
nty  to  this  ofHnion  in  England),  and  according  to  the  opiiiifiii 
whi(^  then  prevailed^  yet  it  is  an  irrefragabk  testkuQUy,  that 
it  wad  but  a  diiE^uted  artiale  in  Odo^s  time ;  no  oatholiD  doc* 
txine^  no  article  of  faith,  nor  of  a  good  whik  after  I;    for 
howerer  these  clerks  were  fabulously  reported  to  be  changed 
at  Ode's  miracle,  who  could  not  convince  them  by  the  law 
and  the  pmphets,  by  the  gospels  and  epistles;  yet  hissuc* 
oessor,  he  that  was  the  fourth  after  him,  I  mean  JEIfiriek, 
abbot  of  St.  Albajis^  and  afterwards  archbishop  of  O^ter- 
bury,  in  his  Sdxon  Homily,  written  abore  600  years  sincCj 
^sputes  the  question,  and  determines  in  the  words  of  Ber- 
tram only  for  a  spiritual  presence,  not  natural,  or  substantial. 
The  book  was  printed  at  London  by  John  Day,  and  with 
it  a  letter  of  iElfrick  to  Wulfin,  bishop  of  Schirbum,  to  the 
itame  piupose.     His  words  are  these :    "  'iOiat  housd  (that  is 
the   blessed   sacrament)  is  Christ'^s   body,    not  bodily,   but 
spiritually,   not   the   body   which  he  suffered   in,   but  the 
body  of  which  he  spake,  when  he   blessed  the  bread  and 
wine  to  housel  the  night  before  his  suffering,  and  said  by 
the  blessed  bread,  *  This  is  my  body.*^'    And  in  a  writing 
to  the  archbishop  of  York,  he  said,  "  The  Lord  hallbwelh 
daily,  by  the  hand  of  the  priest,  bread  to  his  body,  and 
wine  to  his  blood  in  spiritual  mystery,  as  we  read  in  books. 
And   yet,    notwithstanding   that   lively  bread  is  not  bodily 
so,  nor  the  self  same  body  that  Christ  suffered  in.** — I  end 
Ais  with  the  words  of  the    gloss   upon  the  canon  law  • ; 
^*  Cceleste  sacramentum,  quod  vere  repraesentat  Christi  car- 
nem,    didtur  corpus  Christi,  sed    improprife;    unde   dicitur 
suo  modo,  scilicet,  non  rei  veritate,  sed  significati  mysterio ; 

**Capgrave  calls  him  abbot  of  St^  Albans.  Malmesb*  saitbj   he  was  of 
Malmesbury,  A.  D.  996. 
^  De  Consecrot*  d«  ?.  Hoc  est.  Lugdani.  1518. 
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\xt  sit  sensufly  vocatur  Christi  corpus^  u  e^  s^gnificaturr 
"  The  heaveoly  sftprameat,  which  tyuly  represents  the  fledi 
of  Christ,  is  called  the  body  of  Christ ;  but  improperly ; 
therefore,  it  is  said  (meaning  in  the  canon  taken  out  of  St. 
Austin)  after  the  manner,  to  wit,  not  in  the  truth  of  the  thing, 
but  in  the  mystery  of  that  which  is  signified ;  so  that  the 
meaning  is,  it  is  called  Christ  body,  that  is  Christ^s  body 
is  signified;^  which  the  churdi  of  Boi^e  well  expresses  in  an 
ancient  hymn : 

Sub  duabus  apeciebus 
Signis  tamiiiii  et  noik  rebus 
Latent  te»  eximift, 

'<  Exedleiit  things  lie  under  the  two  i!p^<Mr  of  bi^ad  and 
wine,  which  are  only  signs,  not  the  things  whereof  ^hcf 
are  signs.^ — ^Bttt  the  Lateran  council  struck  all  dead ;   before 
which,  ^  Transubstantiatio  non  fuit  dognlft  fldei,^  said  SdotoSj 
«*  it  was  no  article  of  faith  ;^ — and  how  can  it  be  afterwa^ii^, 
since  Christ  is  only  the  author  and  finisher  of  our  faith, 
and  therefore,   all  faith  was  ddivered  from  the  b^imiiig, 
is  a  matter  of  highest  danger  aiid  consideration.     But  yet 
this  also  I  shall  interpose,  if  it  may  do  any  service  in  the 
question,  or  help  to  remove  a  prejudice  from  our  adversaries. 
Who  are  borne  up  by  the  authority  of  that  council ;  that  the 
doctrine  of   transubstantiation   was  not  determined   by  ^he 
great  Lateran    council.    The  word  was  first  invented  by 
Stephen,  bishop  of  Augustodunum,    about  the  year  1100, 
or  a  little  after,  in  his  book  '  De  Sacramento  Altaris ;'  ahd 
the  word  did  so  please  Pope   Ittnocentius  III.,  that  he  in-» 
serted  it  into  one  of  the  70  canons,  which  he  prqpos(ed  to 
the  Lateran  coundl.  A,  D.  1215 :  which  canons  they  heaitf 
read,  but  determined  nothing  concerning  them,  as  Matthew 
Paris,  Flatina,  and  Nauclerus,  witness.     But  they  got  tisputa-^ 
fidn  by  being  inserted  by  Gregoiy  IX,  into  his  *  Decretals,' 
which  yet  he  did  ftot  in  the  name  of  the   council,   but  of 
tnnocentius  to  the  council.     But  the  first  that   ever  pub- 
lished these  canons  under  the  name  of  the  Lateran  council, 
was  Johannes  Cochlseus,  A.  D.  IdSS.     But  the  article  was 
determined    at    Rome,  36   years  after    that  council,    by  a 
general  council  of  54  prelates,  and  no  more.    And  this  was 

H  2 
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the  first  authority  or  countenance  it  had;  Stephen  chris- 
tened the  articlei  and  gave  the  name,  and  this  congregation 
eopfinned  it. 


SECTION  XIII. 

Qf  Aioration  of  the  Sacrament. 

When  a  proposition  goes  no  further  than  the  head  and 
the  tongue,  it  can  carry  nothing  with  it  but  his  own  appen- 
dages, viz.  to  be  right  or  to  be  wrong,  and  the  man  to  be 
deceived  or  not  deceived  in  his  judgment :  but  when  it 
bath  influence  upon  practice,  it  puts  on  a  new  investiture, 
and  is  tolerable  or  intolerable,  according  as  it  leads  to 
actions  good  or  bad.  Now,  in  all  the  questions  of  Chris- 
tendom, nothing  is  of  greater  eiFect  or  more  material  event, 
than  this.  For  since  by  the  decree  of  the  council  of  Trent*, 
they  acre  bound  to  exhibit  to  the  sacrament  the  same  wor- 
ship, m^ch  they  give  to  the  true  God,  either  this  sacrament 
is  Jesus  Christ,  or  else  they  are  very  idolaters;  I  mean 
materially  such,  even  while,  in  their  purposes,  they  decline 
it.  I  wUl  not  quarrel  with  the  words  of  the  decree  com- 
manding to  give  Divine  worship  to  the  sacrament^;  which 
by  the  definition  of  their  own  schools,  is  *  an  outward 
^visible  sign  of  an  inward  spiritual  grace, ^  and  so  they  wor- 
ship the  sign  and  the  grace  with  tlie  worship  due  to  Grod : 
but  that  which  I  insist  upon,  is  this:  that  if  they  be  de- 
ceived in  this  difficult  question,  against  which  there  lie  such 
infinite  presumptions  and  evidence  of  sense,  and  invincible 
reason,  and  grounds  of  Scripture,— and  in  which  they  are 
4X>ndemned  by  the  primitive  church,  and  by  the  common 
principles  of  jail  philosophy,  and  the  nature  of  things, — 
isad  the  analogy  of  the  sacrament, — ^for  which  they  had 
aio  wajrant  ever,  till  they  made  one  of  their  own,-«which 
themselves  so  little  understand,  that  they  know  not  how 
to  explicate  it,— nor  agree  in  their  own  meaning,  nor  cannot 

*  Sess.  IS.  C.5. 
J»  Tantum  eTg;o  sacramentuih  adorcnUis  cernui.  tlymn.  in  Miss. 
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tell  well  what  they  mean ;— if,  I  say,  they  be  deceived,  in 
their  own  strict  article,  besides  the  strict  sense  of  which  there 
are  so  many  ways  of  verifying  the  words   of  Christy  upon 
which  all  sides  do  rely;  then  it  is  certain  they  commit  an 
act  of  idolatry  in  giving  Divine  honour  to  a  mere  creature^ 
which  is  the  image,   the  sacrament,  and  representment  of 
the  body  of  Christ :  and  at  least,  it  is  not  certain  that  they 
are  right ;  there  are  certainly  very  great  probabilities  against 
them,  which  ought  to  abate  thdr  confidence  in  the  arddle ; 
and  though  I  am  persuaded^  that  the  arguments  lig^inst  them 
are  imanswerable ; — ^for  if  I  did  not  think  so,  then  I  shall 
be  able  to  answer  them,  and  if  I  were  not  able  to  ailswcar, 
I  would  not  seek  to  persuade  others  by  that  which   does 
not  persuade   me;^yet    all    indifferent    persons,    that    i% 
all  those  who  will   suffer  themselves  to   be  determined  by 
s(nhething  besides  interest  and  education,    must  needs  say 
they  cannot  be  certain  they  are  n^t,  against  whom   theism 
are  so  many  arguments,  tfiat  they  are  iii  the  wrong:  the 
commandment  to  worship  God    alone   is   so   express;— ^e 
distance  between   God  and  bread  dedicated  to  the   service 
of  Grod  is  so  vast, — ^the  danger  of  worshipping  that  wiucb 
is  not  God,  or  of  not  worshipping  that  which  is  God^  js 
so  formidable^^— *that  it  is  infinitely  to  be  presumed,  that 
if  it  had  been  intended  that  we  idiould  have  worshipped 
the  holy  sacrament,   the  holy   Scripture  would  have  caUed 
it,  *  God,'  or  •  Jesus  Chri«t,*—^or  have  bidden  us,  in  express 
terms,  to  have  adored  it;  that  either  by  the  first,  as   by  a 
iBason  indicative,— Kir  by  the  second,  as  by  a  reason  im^ 
perative, — we  might  have  had   sufiicient  warrimt  c&rect  or 
consequent,  to  have  paid  a  divine  wordiip.     Now  that  there 
is  no  implicit  warrant  in  the  sacramental  words  of  '^  This 
is  my  body,"  I  have  given  very  many  reasons  to  evincsey 
by  proving  the  words  to  be  sacramental  and  figurative.    Add 
'to  this ;  that  supposing  Christ  present  in  their  senses^  yet 
as  they  have  ordered  the  business,  they  have  made  it  super- 
stitious and  idololatrical ;    for  th^  declare  that  the  Divine 
wof^p  does  belong  also  to  the  symbols  of  l»ead  and  wine^ 
as  being  ^  one  with  Christ ;'  they  are  the  words  of  Bellar- 
mine*;— that   even  the  species  also  with   Christ  are  to  be 

^  Lib.  iv.  de  Eucb.  c.  S9.  torn*  2.  in  3,  Thorn*  disp.  65.  sect.  1. 
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adored;  e6  SuaJrezI— which  doctrine  might,  iipcm  Ae  sup* 
poBal  of  their  gtKJttnds,  he  exciUsed;  if,  m  Claadiys  d« 
S«iirictcs  dr^amied,  they  and  the  body  of  Christ  had  bijt 
one  eidstenoe;  but  this  themsdVes  admit  not  of,  but  h# 
is  Confuted  by  Siiarca.  But  then  let  it  be  considered, 
that  sittd6  those  species  or  «ceident«i  are  not  inherent  in  th^ 
holy  body,  nor  hare  their  exifttwce  from  it,  but  whdly  sub* 
idst  by  themselves  (as  they  dream),  irinee,  between  them  and 
the  holy  body,  th«8  is  no  sn%6t»irtial,  no  personal  UtUcm,  it  is 
riot  imaginaWe  how  they  can  pass  divine  worship  to  those  acci- 
dents which  are  not  in  the  body,  nor  the  same  with  the  body, 
but  by  to  impossible  suppoation  subsist  of  themselves,  and 
were  proper  to  bre|id,  and  now  not  communicable  to  Christ, 
arid  yet  not  coriimit  idolatry  i  esqpeciatty  «nce  the  Nestoriaos 
were,  by  the  fdthets,  called  Mffofv^tXarpxii  or  <  worshippers  of 
a  inan;'  because  they  w<Mrehipped  the  humariity  of  Christ, 
Which  they  supposed,  nipt  to  be  pdrsonally,  but  habitually 
united  to  the  divinity. 

fe.  But  secondly:  suppose  that  the  article  were  true  in 
*  thesi,'  and,  that  the  bread  in  consecration  was  changed, 
as  they  suppose  i  yet  it  is  to  be  considered,  that  that  wbidi 
!s  practicable  in  this  article,  is  yet  made  as  uncertain  and 
dangerous  as  before.  Fpr,  by  many  defects,  secret  and  in* 
sensiWe,  by  many,  notorious  and  evident,  the  change  may  be 
hindered,  and  the  symbols  stall  remain  as  very  bread  and  wine 
as  ever,  and  rob  God  of  his  honour.  For,  it  the  priest  erra 
in  reciting  the  words  of  consecration,  by  addition,  or  diminU'. 
taon,  or  alteration,  or  longer  interruption  $  if  he  do  but  my, 
^  Hoc  est  cor  puaHeum,'  for  <cotpus  mettm^— *or  ^meum  co^• 
{)us^  for  <  corpus  meum  f  or,  if  he  do  but  as  the  priest  that 
Agrippa^  teUs  of,  that  said,  ^  Hieo  sunt  eorpora  mea,'^  kst^ 
eMsecratirig  many  hosts,  he  should  speak  false  Latin:  if 
^ther  the  priest  be  timorous^  surprised,  or  intemperate,--^ 
m  all  these  cases,  the  priest  and  the  people  too^  woi^fthip 
nothing  but  bread*  And  some  of  th^se  are  the  more  coA'* 
idderable,  I  mean,  those  defeetibilities  in  jMronunciation ; 
bedaUse,  the  priest  always  speaking^  the  words  CMf  oonseonw 


De  Vanit.  Scien.  c.  3. 

Concil'  Trid.  Sess.   22.  can.  9.  Ledesmo   ait  Sacerdotem  isto  Canone 
prohib«ti.«lMi.tE6ce  eloqni  Y^^tbfi  cf«i99C7i^HDm«. 


IN  THE  mtr  «ACRAM&Nt.  lOS 

6oa  in  a  -secret  vaiee,  not  to  be  heard;  none  of  the  people 
£811  have  any  notice  whether  he  speaks  the  words  so  miffi- 
eiemtiy  as  to  secure  than  from  worshippuig  a  piece  of  bread. 
If  some  of  all  these  happen,  yet,  if  he  do  not  intend  to 
ctmsecrate  all,  but  some,  and  yet  know  not  which  to  omit ; 
if  he  do  intend  but  to  mock ;  if  he  be  a  secret  athost,  a 
Moor,  or  a  Jew ;  if  he  be  an  impious  person,  and  laugh 
at  the  sacrament ;  if  he  do  not  intend  to  do  as  the  church 
does ;  that  is,  if  his  intention  be  neither  actual,   nor  real ; 
then,  in  all  these  cases,  the  people  give  Divine  worship  to 
that   which  is  nothing  but  1>read :    but  if  none  of  all  this 
happen,  yet,  if  he  be  not  a  priest,  *  quod  saepe  accidit,**  ssath 
Pope  Adtianus  VI.,   *  in  quaest.   quodlib.  q.   8.,'  it  often 
happens,   that  the  priest  feigns  himself   to  celebrate,    and 
does  not  celebrate;  or,  feigns  himself  to  celebrate,  and  is 
no  priest;    if  he  be  not  baptized  rightly;  if  there  was  in 
his  p^^son,  as  by  being  simoniack,  or  irregular,  a  bastard, 
or  bigamus,  or  any  other  impediment,  which  he  can,   or 
cannot  know  of;  if  there  was  any  defect  in  his  baptism, 
or  ordinations,  or  in  the  baptism  and  ordination  of  him  that 
ordained  him,  or  in  all  the  succession  from  the  head  of  the 
iuiioxYif  from  the  apostles  that  first  began  the  series ; — ^in  all 
these  cases,  it  cannot  but  be  acknowledged  by  their  own 
doctrine,  that  the  consecration  is  invalid  and  ineffective,  the 
product  is  nothing,  but  a  piece  of  bread  is  made  the  object  of 
the  Divine  worship.     Well!  suppose  that  none  of  all  this 
happens,  yet  there  are  many  defects  in  respect  of  the  matter 
alao :  as  if  the  bread  be  corrupted ;  or  the  wine  be  vinegar ; 
if  it  be  mingled  with  any  other  substance  but  water ;  or  if  the 
water  be  the  prevailing  ingredient;  or  if  the  bread  be  not' 
wheat ;  or  the  wine  be  of  sour,  or  be  of  unripe  grapes ;  in  all . 
these  cases  nothmg  is  changed^  but  bread  remains  stilly  x^ros 
o^f,  *  lAere  bread,'*  and  *  mere  wine  ;*  and  yet  they  are  wor- 
shipped by  divine  adoration. 

d.  Thirdly :  When  certain  df  the  society  of  Jesuits  were 
to  die  by  the  laws  of  England,  in  the  be^nning  of  king 
Jameses  reign ;  it  was  asked  them,  whether,  if  they  might 
have  leave  to  say  mass,  they  would  to  the  people  standing  by, 
for  the  confirmation  of  their  doubt,  and  to  convert  them,  say 
these  words :  *'  Unless  this  whole  species  you  see  in  the 
chalice,  be  the  same  blood,  which  did  flow  out  of  the  side 
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of  the  crucifix,  or  of  Christ  hangiog  on  the  cross, — ^let  there 
be  no  part  for  me  in  the  blood  of  Christ,  or  in  Christ  himself 
to  eternal  ages  :^  and  so,  with  these  words  in  their  mouths, 
yield  to  death ;  they  all  denied  it,  none  of  them  would  take 
such  a  sacrament  upon  them.  And  when  Garnet,  that  ua- 
happy  man,  was  tempted  to  the  same  sense ;  he  answered, 
^  that  a  man  ipight  well  doubt  of  the  particular.'  No  maii 
was  bound  to  beliieve  that  any  one  priest  in  particular,  now, 
or  at  any  one  certain  time,  does  consecrate  eflFectiydy' ;  but 
that  the  bread  is  transubstantiated  some  where  or  ,  others 
at  some  time  or  other,  by  some  priest  or  other.  This  I  re- 
ceive from  the  relation  of  a  wise  prelate^,  a  great  and  a  gpod 
man,  whose  memory  is  precious,  and  is  had  in  honour.  But 
the  effect  of  this  is,  that  transubstantiation,  supposing  the 
doctrine  true  (as  it  is  most  false),  yet  in  pnu^tice  is  uncertain; 
but  the  giving  it  divine  worship  is  certain;  the  change  is 
believed  only  in  general,  but  it  is  worshipped  in  particular ; 
concerning  which,  whether  it  be  any  thing  more  than  bread, 
it  is  impossible,  without  a  revelation,  they  should  know. 
These,  then,  are  very  ill,  and  deeply  to  be  considered ;  for 
certain  it  is,  *  God  is  a  jealous  God,'  and,  therefore,  will 
be  impatient  of  every  encroachment  upon  his  peculiar.  And 
then  for  us,  as  we  must  pray  with  faith,  and  without  doubt- 
ing, so  it  is  fit  we  should  worship;  and  yet  in  this  case,  and 
upon  these  premises,  no  man  can  choose  but  doubt;  and, 
therefore,  he  cannot,  he  ought  not,  to  worship ;  *^  Quod  dubi- 
tas,  ne  feceris." 

4.  I  will  not  censure,  concerning  the  men  that  do  it, .  or 
consider  concerning  the  action,  whether  it  be  formal  idolatry 
or  no.  God  is  their  judge  and  mine,  and  I  beg  he  would 
be  pleased  to  have  mercy  upon  us  all;  but  yet  they  that  are 
interested  for  their  own  particulars,  ought  to  fear  and  con- 
sider these  things.  1.  That  no  man,  without  his  own  fault, 
can  mistake  a  creature  so  far,  as  to  suppose  him  to  be  a 
God.  %  That,  when  the  heathens  worshipped  the  sun  and 
moon,  they  did  it  upon  their  confidepce  that  they  were  gods; 
and  would  not  have  given  to  them  divine  honours,  if  they 
had  thought  otherwise.     3.  That  the  distinction  of  material 
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and  formal  idolatry,  though  it  have  a  place  in  philosopfay, 
because  the  understanding  can  consider  an  act  with  his  error, 
and  yet  separate  the  parts  of  the  consideration;  yet  hath 
no  -phtce  in  divinity ;  because,  in  things  of  so  great  concfiffb' 
ment,  it  cannot  but  be  supposed  highly  agreeable  to  the 
goodness  and  justice  of  Gtxl,  that  every  man  be  sufficiently 
instructed  in  his  duty  and  convenient  notices.  4.  That  no 
man  in  the  world,  upon  these  grounds,  except  he  d^t  is 
malicious  and  spiteful,  can  be  an  idolater;  for,  if  he  have 
an  ignorance,  great  enough  to  excuse  him,  he  can  be  n6 
idolater;  if  he  have  not,  he  is  spiteful  and  maHcious;  saxA 
then  all  the  heath^ens  are  also  excused  as  well  as  they.  8* 
That  if  good  intent  and  ignorance,  in  such  cases,  can  take  oW 
the  crime,  then  the  persecutors  that  killed  the  apostlesy 
thinking  they  did  God  good  service,  and  Saul,  in  blaspheming 
the  religion,  and  persecuting  the  servants  of  Jesus,  and  the 
Jews  themselves,  in  crucifying  the  Lord  of  life,  "  who  did 
it  ignonmtly,  as  did  also  their  rulers,"  have  met  with  thisfir 
excuse  upon  the  some  account.  And,  therefore,  it  is  not 
safe,  fbr  the  men  of  the  Roman  communion  to  take  anodyne 
medidnes  and  narcotic,  to  make  them  insensible  of  the 
pain;  for  it  will  not  cure  their  disease.  Their  doing  it  upon 
the  stock  of  error  and  ignorance,  I  hope,  will  dispose  them 
to  receive  a  pardon :  but  yet  that  also  supposes  them  criminal ; 
and  though  I  would  not,  for  all  the  world,  be  their  accuser, 
or  the  aggravator  of  the  crime;  yet  I  am  not  unwilling  to  be 
their  remembrancer,  that  themselves  may  avoid  the  danger. 
For  though  Jacob  was  innocent,  in  lying  with  Leah  instead 
of  Rachel,  because  he  had  no  cause  to  suspect  the  deception : 
yet,  if  Penelope,  who  had  not  seen  Ulysses  in  twenty  yean^, 
should  see  oiie  come  to  her,  nothing  like  Ulysses,  but  saying 
he  were  her  husband;  she  should  give  but  an  ill  account  of 
hsT  diastity,  if  she  should  actually  admit  him  to  her  bed, 
only  saying,  *  if  you  be  Ulysses,  or  upon  supposition  thiit 
you  are  Ulysses,  I  admit  you.'  For,  if  she  certainly  admits 
hnn,'  of  whom  she  is  uncertain  if  he  be  her  husband,  she 
certainly  is  an  adultress:  because  she,'  having  reason  to 
doubt,  ought  first  to  be  satisfied  of  her  question.  Since 
therefore,  besides  the  insuperable  doubts  of  the  main  article 
itself,  in  the  practice  and  the  particulars,  there  are  acknow- 
ledged  so  many  ways  of  deception,  and  confessed  that  the 
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athud  iayiDgs  are  frequent  (as  I  showed  before  out  uf  pope 
Adiian),  it  will  be  but  a  weak  excuse  to  say^  ^  I  worAip 
thee  if  thou  be  the  Son  of  God^  but  I  do  not  wonship  the^  iif 
thou  beest  not  ^cmsecrated;*  and,  in  the  moan  time,  the 
divine  wotah^  ia  actually  exhibited  to  what  is  set  befoiie  u». 
At  the  best  we  may  say  to  these  men,  as  our  blessed  Saviour 
to  the  Woman  of  Samam»  ^'  ye  worship  ye  know  not  what; 
but  we  know  what  we  wi^rship.^'  For^  eonceroing  the  actioa 
of  adoration,  this  I  am  to  say,  that  it  ii^  a  fit  address  tn  the 
day  of  solemnity,  with  a  *^  sursum  corda,^  with  '  our  hearts  lift 
up'toheaven^  where  Christ  sits  (we  are  sure),  at  the  right 
hand  of  the  Father,  for  ^^  nemo  di^ie  manducat,  nisi*  pniks 
adc»averit,"  said  S.Austin;  ^^  no  man  eats  Christ's  body 
worthily,  but  he  that  first  adores  Christ.''  But  to  terminate 
the  divine  worship  to  the  sacram^t>  to  that  wluch  we  eat, 
is  so  unreasonable  and  unnatural^,  and  withal^  so  scanikdous, 
that  Averroes,  observiog  it  to  be  used  among  the  Christimis, 
with  whom  he  had  the  ill  fortune  to  converse,  said  these 
words:  *^  Quandoquidem  Christiani  adorant  quod  comedunt, 
sit  imima  mea  cum  philoso^is' : "  ^<  Since  Christians  worship 
what  they  eat,  let  my  soul  be  with  the  philosophers."  If  the 
man  had  conversed  with  those  who  had  better  understood  the 
ardcle,  and  were  more  religious  and  wise  in  their  wtorshippings, 
ptissibly  he  might  have  been  invited  by  the  Excellency  of  the 
institution  to  become  a  Christian.  But  they  that  give  standal 
to  Jews  by  their  images,  and  leaving  out  the  second'  com* 
maadment  from  their  catechisms,  give  offience  to  the  Turks 
by  worshipping  the  sacrament,  and  to  all  reasohabie  nien  by 
striving  against  two  or  three  sciences,  and  the  notices  of  all 
mankind*  ^^  We  worship  the  flesh  of  Christ  in  the  mysteries 
(saith  Ambrose),  as  the  apostles  did  worship  it  in  our 
Saviour^." — ^For  we  receive  the  mysteries  as  represaoting 
and  exhiUtitig  to  our  souls  die  flesh  and  blood  of  Christ ;  so 
thai  we  worsdnp  it  in  the  sumption,  and  veneratde  usdges  of 
the  fiignii  of  his  body.  But  we  give  no  divine  honour  to  the 
signs:  we  do  not  call  the  sacrament  our  God.  And  let  it  foe 
considered,  whether,  if  the  primitive  church  had  ever  done, 
or  taught,  that  the  divine  wordiip  ought  to  be  given  to  Ae 

*>  Vide  Theodoret  quaest.  55.  in  Genes,  et  q.  13,  in  Levit. 
*  *A$eXrt^/«;  Iff^&rns  rdMufittvov  «'^«0'xt;yi7y.'%*rheodoret  q.  in  Gen.  q.  55, 
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iacrflJTtenf»  it  had  4H>t  be»i  eortain,  that  the  hesdi^  wouM 
bAve  retorted  mast  of  the  aigmnents  upon  their  heanh,  by 
which  the  Christiaa*  re|)roved  Aeir  imdii^ing  of  imageB* 
The  ChrbtiaoB  upbrwded  tfiem  with  wcnhipping  the  wwIm 
of  their  hiiads;  to  which  themsdlTied  ga^e  what  figure  thi^ 
pleased^  and  thtn,  by  cartain  fcfaost  oonsecratod  th^m^  add 
made^  by  invocation,  (ag  they  supposed)  a  drvdnity  to  dwidi 
there.     They  objected  to  them,  that  they  wordiipped  thm 
which  could  neither  Jseei  nor  hear,  not  amdl,    noi^   tasti^ 
nor  move,  nor  understand:  that  which  could  gtow  dd,  al»d 
pepah,-^that  could  be  broken  and  burned, — that  was  gub^ 
jeQt  to  -the  ii^ry  oi  rata  and  mice,  of  wDrms^  and  cree|>aig 
thinga,— that  can  be  taken  by  enemies,  and  carried  away,^ 
that  ia  kept  under  lock  and  key,  for  fear  of  thieTes  and  aacri^ 
legioua  persons*      Now,  if  the  church  of  those  i^ges  had 
thought  and  frsu^tisadf  ai  they  hare  dcHie  at  Rome,  in  tfafeM^ 
last  ages,  might  not  they  have  said,  *  Why  may  not  we  aa 
wdH  as  you?    Do  not  you  worship  that  with  Divine  honours,* 
and  call  it  your  Grod,  which  can  be  burnt,  and  broken,  which 
youiBelvei^  form  into  a  round  or  sipiare  figure,  wbicti  the 
Qvan  first  hardens^  and  then  your  priests  consecrate,  and,  by 
invocation,  make  to  be  your  Gkxl,-- ^whicb  can  see  tu>  nio^^, 
nor  bear,  nor  amell, .  than  the  silver  and  g6ld  upcm  our 
images?    Do  not  you  adore  that  whidi  rats  and  mice  eat, 
wbidi:  can  grow  mouldy  and  aour,  which  you  keep  ^nSer 
locks  and  bars,  for  fear  your  Ood  be  stolen  ?    IKd  not  Lewis 
IX.  pawn  your  God  to  the  soldan  of  Egypt,  insomuch  that 
t^  this  dkj  ^  Egyptian  eaeutoheoiis,  by  way  of  triui^ph, 
bear  upon  them  a  pix  with  a  wali^  in  it:  true  it  is,  thut  if  we 
are  beaten  from  our  cities,  we  carry  our  Gods  with  us ;  but, 
did  not  the  Jesuits  carry  your  host  (which  you  call  God)  about 
their  necks  from  Venice,  in  the  time  of  the  interdict  ?     And 
now,  why  do.  you  reprove  that  m  us  which  you  do  in  your- 
selves?**  What  could  have  been  answered  to  them,  if  the 
doctrine,   and  accidents  of  their  time,   had  furnished  them 
with  these,  or  the  like  instances?     In  vain  it  would  have 
been  to  have  replied ;  ^  yea,  but  ours  is  the  true  God,  and 
yours  are  false  gods/ — For  they  would  easily  have  made 
a    rejoinder;    and  said,  that  this  is  to  be  proved    by   some 
other    argument;    in    the    mean-time,    all    your    objections 
against  our  worshipping  of  images,   return  violently   upon 
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you. .  Upon  this  account,  since  none  of  the  witty  and  subtle 
adversaries  of  Christianity  ever  did,  or  could  make,  this.de* 
fence  by  way  of  recrimination,  it  is  certain,  there  was  no 
occasion  given;  and,  therefore  those  trifling  pretences  made 
out  of  some  sayii^  of  the  fathers,  pretending  the  practice 
of  wprshippmg  the  sacrament,  must  needs  be  sophistry,  and 
illusion,  and  can  need  no  particular  consideration.  But  if 
any  man  can  think  them  at  all  considerable,  I  refer  him  to  be 
satisfied  by  Michael  le  Faucheur,  in  his  voluminous  confu- 
tation of  Cardinal  Perron^  I,  for  my  part,  am  weary  of.  the 
infinite  variety  of  argument  in  this  question;  and,  therefore^ 
shall  only  observe  this,  that  antiquity  does  frequently  use  the 
words  vpoffxvvvirofy  trAatxy^aararos^  S'eiof ,  vpotrxwovfAEVof^  *  vene- 
rable/ *  adorable,^  *  worshipful,'  to  every  thing  that  ought 
to  be  received  with  great  reverence,  and  used  with  regard: 
to  princes,  to  laws,  to  baptism,  to  bishops,  to  priests,  to  the 
ears  of  priests,  the  cross,  the  chalice,  the  temples,  the  words 
of  Scripture,  the  feasts  of  Easter;  and  upon  the  same  account, 
by  which  it  is  pretended,  that  some  of  the  fathers  taught 
the  adoration  of  the  Eucharist,  we  may  also  infer  the  adora- 
tion of  all  the  other  instances.  But  that  which  proves  too 
much,  proves  nothing  at  all. 

These  are  the  grounds  by  which  I  am  myself  established, 
and  by  which  I  persuade  or  confirm  others  in  this  article. 

I  end  with  the  words  of  the  fathers  in  the  council**  of 
Constantinople,  Siprov  outriav  vpoffira^B  vpofffipstrBxij  f^ii  (nwiiAotTt^ 
ZfiVfxar^,  dyQpdtVou  fM^^Vf  ha  iMf\  ^lioSKo'KoLrp sia  vapaacty^^ii,  * ^  Christ 
commanded  the  substance,  of  bread  to  be  tiered,  not  in 
the  shape  of  a  man,  lest  idolatry  should  be  introduced,  "^ 

Gloria  Deo  in  excelsis  : 

In  terris  pax  bominibus  bonae  voluntatis. 

iLib.  4.  c.  8.  de  la  C^e  da  Seigneur.  ^  A.  D»  74 S« 
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Whsn  a  Roman  gentleman  had,  to  please  hii 
wiittaot  a  book  in  Ghreefc,  and  presented  it  to  Cato ; 
he  desired  him  to  pardon  the  faults  of  his  ezpres- 
$ioQB»  mnce  he  wrote  in  Greek,  which  was  a  tongne, 
in  which  he  was  not  perfect  master.     Cato  told 
him,  he  had  better  then  to  hare  let  it  alone,  and 
written  in  Latin:  by  how  mnch  it  is  better  not 
to  commit  a  fault,  than  to  make  apologies^    For 
if  the  thing  be  good,  it  needs  not  to  be  excused : 
if  it  be  not  good,  a  crude  apology  will  do  nothing 
but  confess  the  fault,  but  nerer  make  amends.     I, 
therefore,  make  this  address  to  all,  who  will  c<m- 
cern  themselves  in  reading  this  book,  not  to  ask 
their  pardon  for  my  fault  in  doing  of  it ;  I  know 
of  none ;  for  if  I  had  known  them,  I  would  have 
mended  them  before  the  publication ;    and    yet, 
though  I  know  not  any,  I  do  not  question  but 
much  fault  will  be  found  by  too  many ;  I  wish  I 
have  given  them  no  cause  for  their  so  doing.     But 
I  do  not  only  mean  it  in  the  particular  periods. 
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v^here  every  man  that  is  not  a  son  of  tne  church 
of  England  or  Ireland^  will  at  least  do  as  Apol- 
lonius  did  to  the  apparition  that  affrighted  his 
company  on  the  momitain  Caucasus ; — ^he  will  revile 
and  persecute  me  with  eyil  words;  but  I  mean 
it  in  the  whole  design^  and  men  virill  reasonably 
or  capriciously  ask,  Why  any  more  controversies  ? 
Why  this  over  again?  Why  against  the  papists, 
against  whom  so  very  many  are  already  exaspe- 
rated, that  they  cry  out  fiercely  of  persecution? 
And  why  can  they  not  be  suffered  to  enjoy  their 
share  of  peace,  which  hath  returned  in  the  hands 
of  his  sacred  Majesty,  at  his  blessed  restauration  ? 
For  as  much  of  this  as  concerns  myself  I  make  no 
eiccuse,  but  give  my  reasons,  and  hope  to  justify 
this  procedure  with  that  modesty  which  David 
used  to  his  angry  brother,  saying,  "  What  have 
I  now  done?  is  there  not  a  cause  ?"  The  cause  is 
this : 

The  reverend  fathers,  my  lords  the  bishops  of 
Ireland,  in  their  circumspection  and  watchfislness 
over  their  flocks,  having  espied  grievous  wolves 
to  have  entered  in,  some  with  sheep's  clothing, 
and  some  without,  some  secret  enemies,  ^  and  some 
open,  at  first  endeavoured  to  give  check  to  those 
enemies,  which  had  put  fire  into  the  bed-straw ; 
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and  though  God  hath  very  much  prospered  their 
labours,  yet  they  have  work  enough  to  do,  and  will 
have,  till  God  shall  call  them  home  to  the  land  of 
peace  and  unity.  But  it  was  soon  remembered, 
that  when  King  James,  of  blessed  memory,  had 
discerned  the  spirits  of  the  English  nonconformists, 
and  found  them  peevish  and  factious,  unreasonable 
and  imperious,  not  only  unable  to  govern,  but  as 
inconsistent  with  the  government,  as  greedy  to 
snatch  at  it  for  themselves ;  resolved  to  take  off 

ft 

their  disguise,  and  put  a  difference  between  con- 
science and  faction,  and  to  bring  them  to  the 
measures  and  rules  of  laws  ;  and  to  this  the  council 
and  all  wise  men  were  consenting,  because  by  the 
King's  great  widom,  and  the  conduct  of  the  whole 
confederence  and  inquiry,  men  saw  there  was  rea« 
son  on  the  King's  side,  and  necessity  on  all  sides. 
But  the  gunpowder  treason  breaking  out,  a  new 
zeal  was  enkindled  against  the  papists;  and  it 
shined  so  greatly,  that  the  nonconformists  escaped 
by  the  light  of  it,  and  quickly  grew  warm  by  the 
heat  of  that  flame,  to  which  they  added  no  small 
increase  by  their  declamations  and  other  acts  of 
insinuation:  insomuch  that  they,  being  neglected, 
multiplied  until  they  got  power  enough  to  do  all 
those  mischiefs  which  we  have  seen  and  felt.  This 
being  remembered  and   spoken  of,    it  was  soon 

VOL.    X.  I 
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obs€jrved  that  the  tables  only  were  no^  turned, 
and  that  now  the  pubUa  zeal  afid  wfttchlulQeBB 
against  those  mea  and  those  persuasions,  which 
so  lately  have  afflicted  us«  might  give  to  die  emis- 
saries of  the  church  of  Rome^  leisure  and  oppon- 
tunity  to  grow  into  numbers  and  strength  to  de^ 
bauch  many  souls*  and  to  unhinge  the  sa&ty  and 
peace  of  the  kingdom.  In  Irelandf  we  9&w  too 
much  of  it  done,  and  &und  the  mischief  growing 
too  fast>  and  the  most  intolerable  incQuveniencies 
but  too  justly  apprehended,  as  near  and  imminent 
We  had  reason  at  least  to  cry  fire  when  it  flamed 
through  our  very  roofs,  and  to  interpose  with  all 
care  and  diligence,  when  religion  and  the  eternal 
interest  of  souls  was  at  stake,  as  knowing  we 
should  be  greatly  unfit  to  appear  and  account  to 
the  great  bishop  and  shepherd  of  souls,  if  we 
had  suffered  the  enemies  to  sow  tares  in  our  fields* 
we  standing  and  looking  on.  It  was  therefore 
considered,  how  we  might  best  serve  God»  and 
rescue  our  charges  from  their  danger :  and  it  was 
concluded  presently  to  run  to  arms,  I  mean,  to 
the  weapons  of  our  warfare,  to  the  armour  of  the 
spirit,  to  the  works  of  our  c^ling,  and  to  tell  the 
people  of  their  peril,  to  warn  them  of  the  eqemy, 
and  to  lead  them  in  the  ways  of  truth*  and  peace* 
and  holiness:  that  if  they  would  be  admonidxed* 
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tbey  might  be  mfe ;  if  they  would  not,  they  Bhould 
be  without  eiccuae,  because  tbey  could  not  say  but 
the  prophets  have  been  among  them. 

But  then  it  was  next  inquired,  Who  should 
minister  in  this  affair,  and  put  in  order  all  those 
things  which  they  had  to  give  in  charge :  it  was 
easy  to  choose  many,  but  hard  to  choose'  one; 
there  were  many  fit  to  suoeeed  in  the  vacant 
fipostJeship ;  and  though  Barsabas  the  Just  w«s> 
by  all  the  church,  named  as  a  fit  and  worthy 
man»  yet  the  lot  fell  upon  Matthias ;  and  that  was 
my  case ;  it  fell  to  me  to  be  their  amanuensis, 
when  persons  most  worthy  were  more  readily  ex» 
cused ;  and  in  this  my  lords  the  bishops  had  reason^ 
that  (according  to  St  Paul's  *  rule)  <'  If  there  be 
judgments  or  controversies  amongst  us,  they  should 
be  employed  who  are  least  esteemed  in  the  church  ;'* 
and  upon  this  account  I  had  nothing  left  me  but 
obedience;  though  I  confess  that  I  found  regret 
in  the  nature  of  the  employment,  for  I  love  not 
to  be  (as  St,  Paul  calls  it)  one  of  the  f^vJ^nrnr^t  -tpO 
9iSns  rpirqp^  <<  Disputers  of  this  world."  For  I  sup- 
pose skill  in  controveraies  (as  they  are  now  used) 
to  be  the  worst  part  of  learning,  and  time  is  the 
worst  spent  in  them,  and  men  the  least  benefited 
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by  them;  that  is,  when  the  questions  are  curious 
and  impertinent,  intricate  and  inexplicable,  not 
to  make  men  better,  but  to  make  a  sect.  But 
when  the  propositions  disputed  are  of  the  foun- 
dation of  faith,  or  lead  to  good  life,  or  naturally 
do  good  to  single  persons  or  public  societies,  then 
they  are  part  of  the  depositum  of  Christianity, 
of  the  analogy  of  faith ;  and  for  this  we  are,  by 
the  apostle,  commanded  to  contend  earnestly,  and, 
therefore,  controversies  may  become  necessary; 
but  because  they  are  not  often  so,  but  oftentimes 
useless,  and  always  troublesome ;  and  as  an  ill 
diet  makes  an  ill  habit  of  body,  so  does  the  fre- 
quent use  of  controversies  baffle  the  understanding, 
and  makes  it  crafty  to  deceive  others,  itself  re- 
maining instructed  in  nothing  but  useless  notions 
and  words  of  contingent  signification  and  distinc- 
tions without  difference,  which  minister  to  pride 
and  contention,  and  teach  men  to  be  pertinacioxis, 
troublesome,  and  uncharitable;  therefore,  I  love 
them  not. 

But,  because,  by  the  apostolicalrule  ^  I  am  tied 
*^  to  do  all  things  without  murmurings,"  as  well  as 
without  **  disputings,"  I  considered  it  over  again, 
and  found  myself  relieved  by  the  subject  matter, 

»» Phil.  ii.  14. 
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and  the  grand  consequent  of  the  present  questions. 
For,  in  the  present  affair,  the  case  is  not  so  as  in  the 
others ;  here  the  questions  are  such,  that  the  church 
of  Rome  declares  them  to  reach  as  far  as  eteniity, 
atad  danins  all  that  are  not  of  their  opinions ;  and  the 
prdtestants  have  much  more  reason  to  fear  con- 
cerning the  papists,  such  who  are  hot  excused  by 
ignorance,  that  their  condition  is  very  sad  and 
deplorable,  and  that  it  is  charity  to  snatch  them 
as  a  brand  from  the  fire ;  and,  indeed,  the  church 
of  Rome  maintains  propositions,  which,  if  the  an« 
cient  doctors  of  the  church  may  be  believed,  are 
apt  to  sepatrate  from  God.  I  instance,  in  their  super- 
addition  of .  articles  and  propositions,  derived  only 
from  a  pretended  tradition,  and  not  contained  in 
Scripture.  Now,  the  doing  of  this  is  a  great  sin, 
and  a  great  danger.  "  Adoro  Scripturae  plenitu-: 
dinexh ;  si  non  jBst  scriptum,  timeat  vse  illud  adji- 
cientibus  et  detriahentibus  destinatum,"  said  Ter- 
tuUian :    "  I  adore  the  fulness  of  Scripture ;  and  if 

4 

« 

it  be  not  written,  let  Hermogenes  fear  the  woe 
thait  is  destined  to  them  that  detract  from,  or  add 
to  it^" 

S.   Basil  says*,  *' Without  doubt,  it  is  a  most 
manifest  arguinent  of  infidelity,  and  a  most  certain 

.  <^  Contra  Hermogen. 
d  Pe  vera  Fide  et  Moral,  reg.  72.  c.  1.  et  reg.  80.  c.  22. 
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sign  of  pride^  to  introduce  any  thing  that  is  not 
written  (in  the  Scriptutes);  our  blessed  Saviour 
having  said,  ^  My  sheep  hear  my  roice»  and  the 
voice  of  strangers  they  wUl  not  hear ;'  and  to  detract 
from  Scriptures^  or  add  a^y  thing  to  the  faith  that 
is  not  there,  is  most  v^czn^ntly  forbidden  by  the 
apostle  saying,  if  it  be  bat  a  num's  teistament, '  nemo 
superordinat,'  *  no  man  adds  to  it^— And  says  also, 
<  This  was  the  will  of  the  testator/— And  Hieophilns 
Alexandrinus  says  plainly  %  **  It  is  the  part  of  a 
devilish  spirit  to  tbiidi  any  thing  to  be  Divine^  tliat 
is  not  in  the  atithotYty  of  the  holy  Scdptores ;  ^' — 
and,  therefore,  S.  Athanasitts  affirms V  that  ^' the 
catholics  will  neither  speak  nor  endure  to  hear  any 
thing  in  religion  that  is  a  stranger  to  Scripture;*^ 
it  being  '  immodestly  vecordia,'  '  aa  evil  heart  of 
immodesty/  to  speak  those  things  whidi  are  not 
written.  Now  let  any  mmit  judge,  whether  it  be 
not  our  duty,  and  a  necessary  wotk  of  charity,,  and 
the  proper  office  of  our  ministry,  to  persuade  cvat 
charges  from  the  ^  immodesty  of  an  evil  heart,'  front 
having  *  a  devilish  spirit,*  fh>»  doing  that  *  wbicb 
is  vehemently  forbidden  by  the  apostle,'  from  "^inft- 
defity  and  pride,'  and  lastly,  from  that  '  eternal 
woe  which  is  denounced  "^  against  them  thait  add 

e  Epifit.  Fasclk  2.  ^  De  loeam.  Chriatib 
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Other  words  and  doctrines^  than  what  is  contained 
iu  the  Scriptures,  and  say^  ^  Dominus  dixit/  '  The 
Lord  hath  said  it/  and  he  hath  not  i^d  it.  If 
we  had  ptit  these  setere  censures  upon  the  popish 
doctrine  of  tr%tdition^  we  should  have  been  thought 
uncharitable ;  but  because  the  holy  fathers  do  so, 
we  otight  to  be  charitable^  and  snatch  our  charges 
from  the  ambient  flame. 

And  thus  it  is  in  Che  question  of  images ; 
^*  Dubium  tioil  est,  quin  religio  nulla  sit,  ubicunque 
ffinulacrum  est/'  said  Lactantius  ^;  "  without  all  per- 
Adventure,  wherever  an  image  is,  (meaning  for 
worship)  there  is  no  religion:^  and  that  ''we 
otrgbt  rather  to  die  -  than  pollute  our  faith  with 
such  impieties,'*  said  Origen^.  '^  It  is  against  the 
kw  0f  nature,  it  being  expressly  forbidden  by  the 
second  commandment,^  as  Irena&ds  affirms,  Ter- 
tcdlian^  Cyprian^  and  S.  Austin;  and,  therefore, 
is  it  not  ^eat  reason  we  should  contend  for  that 
hiik  whi^b  f<Drbids  all  worship  of  images,  and 
Appose  the  supeHstition  of  such  guides  who  do 
teach  their  people  to  give  them  veneration,  to 
prevaricate  the  nK>ral  law,  and  the  very  law  of 
nature,  and  do  that  which  whosoever  does,  has  no 
religion.    We  know  idolatry  is  a  damnable  sin, 

8  Libi  ^.  cap.  de  Origin.  Error.  *  Lib.  7.  contra  Celsum. 
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and  we  also  know,  that  the  Roman  church,  with 
all  the  artifices  she  could  use,  never  can  justify  her- 
self, or  acquit  the  common  practices  from  idolatry; 
and  yet,  if  it  were  but  suspicious  that  it  is  idolatry, 
it  were  enough  to  awaken  us :  for  God  is  a  jealous 
God,  and  will  not  endure  any  such  causes  of  sus- 
picion, and  motives  of  jealousy.  I  instance  but 
once  more. 

The  primitive  church  did  excommunicate  them 

« 

that  did  not  receive  the  holy  sacrament  in  both 
kinds  *,  and  S.  Ambrose  says,  that  "  he  who  receives 
the  mystery  otherways  than  Christ  appointed,  (thlit 
is,  but  in  one.  kind,  when  he  hath  appointed  it  in 
two)  is  unworthy  of  the  Lord,  and  he  cannot  have 
devotion."  Now  this  thing  we  ought  not  to  suffer, 
that  our  people,  by  so  doing,  should  remain  un-; 
worthy  of  the  Lord,  and  for  ever  be  indevout,  or 
cozened  with  a  false  show  of  devotion,  or  fall  by 
following  evil  guides  into  the  sentence  of  excom- 
munication. These  matters  are  not  trifling,  and 
when  we  see  these  errors  frequently  taught  and 
owned  as  the  only  true  religion,  and  yet  are  such 
evils,  which  the  fathers  say.  are  the  way  of  dam- 
nation ;  we  have  reason  to  hope,  that  all  wise  and 
good  men,  lovers  of  souls,  will  confess  that  we 

^  Can.  Competimus  de  Consecr.  dist.  2.  in  1  Cor.  11. 
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are  within  the  circles  of  our  duty,  when  we  teach 
our  people  to  decline  the  crooked  ways,  and  to 
walk  in  the  ways  of  Scripture  and  Christianity. 

But,  we  have  observed,  amongst  the  generality 
of  the  Irish,  such  a  declension  of  Christianity,  so 
great  credulity  to  believe  every  superstitious  story, 
such  confidence  in  vanity,  such  groundless  perti- 
nacity, such  vicious  lives,  so  little  sense  of  true 
religion  and  the   fear  of  God,  so  much    care  to 
obey  the  priests,  and  so  little  to  obey  God ;  such 
intolerable  ignorance,  such  fond  oaths  and  manners 
of  swearing,  thinking  themselves  more  obliged  by 
swearing  on  the  mass-book,  than  the  four  gospels, 
and  S.  Patrick's  mass-book  more  than  any  new 
one;    swiearing    by   their  father's  soul,   by  their 
gossip's  hand,  by  other  things  which  are  the  pro- 
duct of  those  many  tales  are   told  them';    their 
not  knowing  upon  what  account  they  refuse  to  come 
to  church,  but  now  they  are  old  and  never  did,  or 
their  countrymen  do  not,  or  their  fathers  or  grand- 
fathers never  did,  or  that  their  ancestors  were  priests, 
and  they  will  not  alter  from  their  religion ;  and  after 
all,  can  give  no  account  of  their  religion,  what  it 
is:  only,  they  believe  as  their  priest  bids  them, 
and  go  to  mass,  which  they  understand  not,  and 
reckon  their  beads,  to  tell  the  number  and  the 
tale  of  their  prayers,  and  abstain  from  eggs  and 
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flesh  in  Lent»  and  visit  St.  Patrick's  well^  and  leave 
pins  and  ribands*  yarn,  or  thread,  in  their  holy 
wells,  and  pray  to  God,  St.  Mary  and  St.  Patrick, 
St.  Columbanus,  and  St«  Bridget,  and  desire  to 
be  buried  with  St.  Francis's  cord  about  them^  and 
to  fast  on  Saturdays  in  honour  of  our  lady*  These 
and  so  no^any  other  things  of  like  nature,  we  see 
daily,  that  we,  being  conscious  of  the  infinite  dia^ 
tance,  which  these  things  have  from  the  spirit  of 
Christianity,  know  that  no  charity  caii  be  greater 
than  to  persuade  the  people  to  come  to  our  churches,, 
where  they  shall  be  taught  all  the  ways  of  godly 
wisdond,  of  peace  and  safety  to  their  souls :  whereas 
now  there  are  many  of  them  that  know  not  how 
to  say  their  prayers,  but  mutter  like  pies  and  par^ 

rots,  words  which  they  aretaaight,  but  tfaey  do 
not  pretend  to  understand. 

But  I  shall  give  one  particular  instance  of  their 
miserable  superstition  and  blindness. 

I  was  lately,  within  a  few  months^  very  madb 
troubled  with  petitions  and  earnest  requests  for 
the  restoring  a  bell,  which  a  person  of  quality  bad 
in  his  hands  in  the  time  of^  and  ever  since>  the 
late  rebellion.  I  could  not  guess  at  the  reasons  of 
their  so  great  and  violent  importunity,  but  told  the 
petitioners,  if  they  could  prove  that  bell  to  be  theirs, 
the  gentleman  was  willing  to  pay  the  full  value  of 
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it ;  though  he  hud  no  obligatioii  to  do  bo,  that  I 
know  of,  but  charity:  but  this  was  to  fiar  from 
satiafyiDg  them^  that  stiU  the  importunity  increased^ 
which  made  me  diligently  to  inquire  into  the  secret 
of  it  The  first  cause  I  found  was,  that  a  dying 
person  in  the  parish  desired  to  ha^e  it  rung  before 
him  to  churchy  and  pretended  he  could  not  die  in 
peace  if  it  were  denied  him ;  and  that  the  keeping 
of  that  bell  did  anciently  belong  to  that  &unily^ 
fixMn  fath^  to  scm :  but  because  this  seemed  nothing 
but  a  fond  and  an  unreasonable  superstition^  I 
inq^uired  further,  aiKl  at  last  found,  that  they  be- 
lieved this  bell  came  from  heaven,  and  that  it  used 
to  be  carried  from  place  to  place,  and  to  end  con- 
troversies  by  oath,  which  the  worst  men  durst  not 
violate  if  they  fiwore  tipon  that  bell,  and  the  best 
men  amongst  them  durst  not  but  believe  him  ;  that 
if  this  beU  was  rung  before  the  corpse  to  the  grave^ 
it  would  help  him  out  of  purgatory  ;  and  that^  there^ 
fiupe,  when  any  one  died,  the  friends  of  the  deceased 
did,  whikt  the  bell  was  in  their  possession,  hire  it 
for  the  behoof  of  their  dead,  and  tbat>  by  this  means, 
that  family  was  in  part  maintained.  I  was  troubled 
to  see  under  what  spirit  of  delusion  those  poor  souls 
do  lie,  how  infinitely  their  credulity  is  abused,  how 
certainly  they  believe  in  trifles,  and  perfectly  rely 
on  vanityi  and  how  little  they  regard  the  truths  of 
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suffered  to  arrive  to  the  common  people,  but  that 
which  hinders,  will  hinder,  until  it  be  taken  away : 
however,  we  believe  and  hope  in  God  for  remedy. 

For  although  Edom  would  not  let  his  brother 
Israel  pass  into  his  country,  and  the  Philistines 
would  stop  the  patriarch's  wells,  and  the  wicked 
shepherds  oi  Midian  would  drive  their  neighbours' 
flocks  from  the  watering-troughs,  and  the  emissaries 
of  Rome  use  all  arts  to  keep  the  people  firom  the 
use  of  Scriptures,  the  wells  of  salvation,  and  from 
entertaining  the  notices  of  such  things  which,  from 
the  Scriptures,  we  teach ;  yet  as  God  found  out  a 
remedy  for  those  of  old,  so  he  will  also  for  the  poor 
misled  people  of  Ireland ;  and  will  take  away  the 
evil  minds,  or  the  opportunities  of  the  adversaries 
hindering  the  people  from  instruction,  and  make 
way  that  the  truths  we  have  here  taught,  may  ap- 
proach to  their  ears,  and  sink  into  their  hearts,  and 
make  them  wise  unto  salvation.    Amen. 
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PART  I. 
THE  INTRODUCTION. 

T^i;  qu^stioDii  of  di^Fence  b^twe^  our  cburcheB  and  the 
cburch  of  Rom^  have  been  ao  often  disputed,  and  tba 
evidences  on  both  sides  so  often  produced,  that  to  thpoe^ 
whp  are  strangiprs  to  the  present  constitution  of  affairs,  it 
may  §eem  very  unnecesscory  to  say  them  over  again  :  and  yet 
it  will  eeem  almost  impoissible  ta  produce  any  new  matter ;  or 
if  w^  epuld,  it  will  not  be  probable,  that  what  can  be  newly 
aUaged,  cw  prevail  more  than  all  that,  which  already  hath 
been  so  often  urged  in  these  questions.  But  we  are  not 
det^red  £pom  doing  our  duty  by  any  such  considerations ;  a9 
knowing,  that  the  same  medicaments  are,  with  success,  ap» 
pUed  to  a  returning  or  an  abiding  ulcer ;  and  the  preaehero 
ofGod'^sword  must  for  ever  be  ready  to  put  the  people  in 
mind  of  such  things,  which  they  already  have  heard,  and,  by 
the  same  Scriptures,  and  the  same  reasons,  endeavour  to 
destroy  their  sin,  or  prevent  their  danger ;  and,  by  the  same 
word  of  God,  to  extirpate  those  errors,  which  have  had 
opportunity,  in  the  time  of  our  late  disorders,  to  spring  up 
and  grow  stronger,  not  when  the  keepers  of  the  field  slept, 
but  when  they  were  wounded,  and  their  hands  cut  off,  and 
their  mouths  stopped,  lest  they  should  continue  or  proceed  to 
do  the  work  of  God  thoroughly. 
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A  little  warm  sun,  and  some  indulgent  showers  of  a 
softer  rain,  have  made  many  weeds  of  erroneous  doctrine  to 
take  root  greatly,  and  to  spread  themselves  widely  :  and  the 
bigots  of  the  Roman  church,  by  their  late  importune  boldness 
and  mdiscreet  forwardness  in  making  proselytes,  have  but 
too  manifestly  declared  to  all  the  world,  that  if  they  were 
'  rerum  potiti,**  *  masters  of  our  affairs,^  they  would  suffer 
nothing  to  grow  but  their  own  colocynths  and  gourds.  And 
although  the  natural  remedy  for  this  were  to  take  away  that 
impunity,  upon  the  account  of  which  alone  they  do  increase ; 
yet  because  we  shall  never  be  authors  of  such  counsels,  but 
confidently  rely  upon  God,  the  holy  Scriptures,  right  reason, 
and  the  most  venerable  and  prime  antiquity,  which  are  the 
proper  defensatives  of  truth  for  its  support  and  maintenance ; 
yet  we  must  not  conceal  from  the  people  committed  to  our 
charges,  the  great  evils,  to  which  they  are  tempted  by  the 
Roman  emissaries,  that  while  the  king  and  the  parliament 
take  care  to  secure  all  the  pubUc  interests  by  instruments  of 
their  own,  we  also  may,  by  the  word  of  our  proper  ministry, 
endeavour  to  stop  the  progression  of  such  errors,  which  we 
know  to  be  idestructive'of  Christian  religion,  and,  consequently, 
dangerous  to  the  interest  of  souls. 

In  this  procedure,  although  we  shall  say  some  things, 
which  have  not  been  always  placed  before  their  eyes,  and 
others  we  shisdl  represent  with  a  fitness  to  their  present 
necessities,  and  all  with  charity  too,  and  zeal  for  their  souls, 
yet  if  we  were  to  say  nothing,  but  what  hath  been  often  said 
already,  we  are  still  doing  the  work  of  God,  and  repeating 
his  voice,  and  by  the  same  remedies  curing  the  same  diseases, 
and  we  only  wait  for  the  blessing  of  God  prospering  that 
importunity  which  is  our  duty :  according  to  the  advice  of 
Solomon,  ^^In  the  morning^  sow  thy  seed,  and  in  the  evening 
withhold  not  thy  hand;  for  thou  knowest  hot  whether  shidl 
prosper,  either  this  or  th^t,  or  whether  they  both  shall  be 
ahke  gobd*.'' 

*  Eccles.  xi.  6. 
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CHAPTER  I. 

The  doctrine  of  the  Roman  Churchy  in  the  controverted 
Articles^  is  neither  catholic^  apostolic,  nor  primitive, 

SECTION  I. 

It  was  the  challenge  of  St.  Austin  to  the  Donatists%  who 
(as  the  church  of  Rome  does  at  this  day)  enclosed  the 
catholic  church  within  their  own  circuits :  *^  Ye  say  that 
Christ  is  heir  of  no  lands,  but  where  Donatus  is  coheir. 
Read  this  to  us  out  of  the  law  and  the  prophets,  out  of  the 
Psalms,  out  of  the  Gospel  itself,  or  out  of  the  letters  of  the 
apostles :  read  it  thence  and  we  believe  it  i'^ — ^plainly  directing 
us  to  the  fountains  of  our  faith,  the  Old  and  New  Testament, 
the  words  of  Christ  and  the  words  of  the  apostles.  For 
nothing  else  can  be  the  fountain  of  our  faith:  whatsoever 
came  in  after  these,  "  foris  est,^  it  belongs  not  unto  Christ  **• 

To  these  we  also  add,  not  as  authors  or  finishers,  but  as 
helpers  of  our  faith,  and  heirs  of  the  doctrine  apostolical,  the 
sentiments  and  catholic  doctrine  of  the  church  of  God,  in  the 
ages  next  after  the  apostles.  Not  that  we  think  them  or 
ourselves  bound  to  every  private  opinion,  even  of  a  primitive 
bishop  and  martjnr;  but  that  we  all  acknowledge  that  the 
whole  church  of  Grod  kept  the  faith  entire,  and  transmitted 
faithfully  to  the  after-ages  the  whole  faith,  ruvov  hixx^s 
•'the  form  of  doctrine,  and  sound  words,  which  was  at  first 
delivered  to  the  saints,''  and  was  defective  in  nothing  that 
belonged  unto  salvation ;  and  we  believe  that  those  ages  sent 
millions  of  saints  to  the  bosom  of  Christ,  and  sealed  the  true 
faith  with  their  lives  and  with  their  deaths,  and  by  both 
gave  testimony  unto  Jesus,  and  had  from  him  the  testimony 
of  his  Spirit. 

And  this  method  of  procedure  we  now  choose,  not  only 
because  to  them  that  know  well  how  to  use  it,  to  the  sober 
and  moderate,  the  peaceable  and  the  wise,  it  is  the  best,  the 

»  De  Unit.  Eccles.  c,  6. 
*  Ecclesia  ex  sacris  et  canonicis  Scripturis  ostendenda  est ;  quseque  ex 
illis  osteodi  non  potest,  ecclesia  non  est.  S.  Aug.  de  Unit.  Eccle.  c.  4.  et  c.  3. 
Ibi  quseramus  ecclesiam^  ibi  deceroamus  causam  ngstram. 

VOL.  X.  K 
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most  certain,  visible  and  tangible,  most  humble  and  satisfac- 
tory; but  also  because  the  church  of  Rome  does,  with 
greatest  noises,  pretend  her  conformity  to  antiquity.  Indeed 
the  present  Roman  doctrines,  which  are  in  diflference,  were 
invisible  and  unheard  of  in  the  first  and  best  antiquity,  and 
with  how  ill  success  their  quotations  are  out  of  the  fathers  of 
the  three  first  ages,  every  inquiring  man  may  easily  discern. 
But  the  noises,  therefore,  which  they  make,  are  from  the 
writings  of  the  succeeding  ages ;  where  secular  interest  did 
more  prevail,  and  the  writings  of  the  fathers  were  vast  and 
Voluminous,  full  of  controversy  and  ambiguous  senses,  fitted 
to  their  own  times  and  questions,  full  of  proper  ojHuions,  and 
such  variety  of  sayings,  that  both  sides,  eternally  and  incon- 
futably,  shall  bring  sayings  for  themselves  respectively. 
Now  although  things  being  thus,  it  will  be  impossible  for 
them  to  conclude  from  the  sayings  of  a  number  of  fathers, 
that  their  doctrine,  which  they  would  prove  thence,  was  the 
catholic  dpctrine  of  the  church ;  because  any  number  that  is 
less  than  all,  does  not  prove  a  catholic  consent:  yet  the 
clear  sayings  of  one  or  two  of  these  fathers^  truly  alleged  by 
us  to  the  contrary,  will  certainly  prove  that  what  many  of 
them  (suppose  it)  do  affirm,  and  wliich  but  two  or  three  as 
good  catholics  as  the  other  do  deny,  was  not  then  matter  of 
faith,  or  a  doctrine  of  the  church ;  for  if  it  had,  these  had 
been  accounted  heretics,  atid  not  have  remained  in  the  com- 
munion of  the  church.  But  although  for  the  reasonableness 
of  the  thing,  we  have  thought  fit  to  take  notice  of  it;  yet  we 
shall  have  no  need  to  make  use  of  it,  since,  not  only  in  the 
prime  and  purest  antiquity,  we  are  indubitably  more  than 
conquerors^  but  even  in  the  succeeding  ages,  we  have  the 
advantage  both  *  numero,  pondere,  et  mensurU,^  '  in  number, 
weight,  and  measure. 

We  do  easily  acknowledge,  that  to  dispute  these  ques- 
tions from  the  sayings  of  the  fathers,  is  not  the  readiest  way 
to  make  an  end  of  them;  but,  therefore,  we. do  wholly  rely 
Upon  Scriptures,  as  the  foundation  and  final  resort  of  all  our 
persuasions,  and  from  thence  can  never  be  confuted ;  but  we 
also  admit  the  fathers  as  admirable  helps  for  the  under- 
standing of  the  Scriptures,  and  as  good  testimony  of  the 
doctrine  delivered  from  their  forefathers  down  to  them,  of 
what  the  church  este^ned  the  way  of  salvation :  and,  there- 
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fore,  if  we  find  amy  doctrine  now  taught,  which  was  not  placed 
in  their  way  of  salvation,  we  reject  it  as  being  nb  part  of  the 
Christian  faith,  and  which  ought  not  to  be  imposed  upon  con- 
sciences.  They  were  "  wise  unto  salvation,^  and  *^  fully  in- 
structed to  every  good  work ;"  and,  therefore,  the  faith»  which 
they  professed  and  derived  from  Scripture,  we  profess  also ; 
and  in  the  same  faith^  we  hope  to  be  saved  even  as  they.  But 
for  the  new  doctors,  we  understand  them  not,  we  know  them 
not;  our  faith  is  the  same  from  the  b^inning,  and  cannot 
become  new. 

But  because  we  shall  make  it  to  appear,  that  they  do  greatly 
imiovate  in  all  theur  points  of  controversy  with  us,  and  show 
nothing  but  shadows  instead  of  substances,  and  little  images  of 
things  instead  of  solid  arguments ;  we  shall  take  from  them 
their  armour  in  which  they  trusted,  and  choose  this  sword  of 
Groliah  to  combat  their  errors ;  for  '^  non  est  alter  talis  */^  it  ia 
not  easy  to  find  a  better  than  the  word  of  Gkxl,  expounded  by 
the  prime  and  best  antiquity. 

The  first  thing,  therdfore^  we' are  to  advertise  is,  that  the 
emissaries  of  the  Roman  church  endeavour  to  persuade  the 
good  people  of,  our  dioceses,  from  a  religion  that  is  truly  pri- 
mitive and  apostolic,  and  divert  them  to  propositions  of  their 
own,  new  and  unheard  of  in  the  first  stages  of  the  Christian 
church. 

For  the  reli^on  of  our  church  is,  therefore,  certainly  pri« 
mitive  and  apostolic,  because  it  teaches  us  to  believe  the  whole 
Scriptures  of  the  Old  and  New  Testament,  and  nothing  els^ 
as  matter  of  faith ;  and,  tlierefore,  unless  there  can  be  new 
Scriptures,  we  can  have  no  new  matters  of  belief,  no  new 
articles  of  faith.  Whatsoever  we  cannot  prove  from  thence^ 
we  disclaim  it,  as  not  deriving  from  the  fountains  of  our 
Saviour.  We  also  do  believe  the  apostles^  creed,  the  Nicene, 
with  the  additions  of  Constantinople,  and  that  which  is  com- 
monly  called  the  symbol  of  St.  Athanasius :  and  the  four  first 
general  councils  are  so  entirely  admitted  by  us,  that  they, 
together  with  the  plain  words  of  Scripture,  are  made  the  ride 
and  measure  of  judging  heresies  amongst  us ;  and  in  pursuance 
of  these,  it  is  commanded  by  our  church,  that  the  clergy  shall 
never  teach  any  thing  as  the  matter  of  ^  faith,  religiously  to  be 
observed,  but  that  which  is  agreeable  to  the  Old  and  New  Tes- 
tament, and  collected  out  of  the  same  doctrine,  by  the  ancient 
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fathers  and  catkolic  bishops  of  the  church  "."''^  This  was,  un-. 
doubtedly,  the  faith  of  the  primitive  church ;  they  admitted 
all  into  their  communion  that  were  of  this  faith ;  they  con- 
demned no  man,  that  did  not  condemn  these;  they  gave 
letters  communicatory  by  no  other  cognizance,  and  all  were 
brethren  who  spake  this  voice.  "  Hanc  legem  sequentes, 
Christianorum  catholicorum  nomen  jubemus  amplecti ;  reli- 
quos  vero  dementes,  vesanosque  judicantes  hseretici  dogmatis 
infamiam  sustinere  ;^  said  the  emperors  Gratian,  Valentinian, 
and  Theodosius^  in  their  proclamation  to  the  people  of  Con- 
stantinople*. All  that  believed  this  doctrine,  were  Christians 
and  Catholics,  viz.,  all  they  who  believe  in  the  Father,  Son, 
and  Holy  Ghost,  one  Divinity  of  equal  Majesty  in  the  Holy 
Trinity ;  which,  indeed,  was  the  sum  of  what  was  decreed 
in  explication  of  the  apostles'  creed  in  the  four  first  general 
councils. 

And  what  faith  can  be  the  foundation  of  a  more  solid 
peace,    the  surer  ligaments  of  catholic  communion,   or  the 
firmer  basis  of  a  holy  life,  and  of  the  hopes  of  Tieaven  here- 
after, than  the  measures  which  the  holy  primitive  church  did 
hold,  and  we  after  them  ?     That  which  we  rely  upon,  is  the 
same  that  the  primitive  church  did  acknowledge  to  be  the 
adequate  foundation  of  their  hopes  in  the  matters  of  belief: 
the  way  which  they  thought  sufficient  to  go  to  heaven  in,  is 
the  way  which  we  walk :  what  they  did  not  teach,  we  do  not 
publish  and  impose;    into  this  faith  entirely,  and  into  no 
ether,  as  they  did  theirs,   so  we  baptize  our  catechumens : 
the  discriminations  of  heresy  from   catholic  doctrine  which 
fliey  used,  we  use  also,  and  we  use  no  other ;  and  in  short, 
we  believe  all  that  doctrine  which    the   church  of    Rome 
Believes,  except  those  things,  which  they  have  superinduced 
upon  the  old  religion,  and  in  which  we  shall  prove  that  they 
have  innovated.     So  that,  by  their  confession,  all  the  doctrine 
•jprfiich  we  teach  the  people  as  matter  of  faith,  must  be  con- 
fessed to  be  ancient,  primitive,  and  apostolic,  or  else  theirs  is 
Bot  so :  for  ours  is  the  same,  and  we  both  have  received  this 
jflith  from  the  fountains  of  Scripture  and  universal  tradition ; 
net   they  from  us,  or  we  from  them,  but  both  of  us  from 

-^  Libu Canon,  discip.  Eccles.  Angl.  et  injunct.  Re^b.  Ells.  A.D.  157 1  •   Can. 
de  Cgncjonatoribus, 

^  iDat.  3.  Calen,  Mart.  Thessalonicte. 
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Christ  and  his  apostles.  And,  therefore,  there  can  be  no 
question,  whether  the  faith  of  the  church  <rf  England  be  apes- 
toKc  or  primitive;  it  is  so,  confessedly:  but  the  question  is 
concerning  many  other  particulars,  which  were  unknown  to  the 
holy  doctors  of  the  first  ages,  which  were  no  part  of  their 
faith,  which  were  never  put  into  their  creeds,  which  were  not 
determined  in  any  of  the  four  first  general  councils,  revered  in 
all  Christendom,  and  entertained  every  where  with  great  reli^ 
gion  and  veneration,  even  next  to  the  four  Grospels  and  the 
apostolical  writings. 

Of  this  sort,  because  the  church  of  Rome  hath  introduced 
many,  and  hath  adopted    them  into  their  late    creed,  and 
imposes  them  upon  the  people,  not  only  without,  but  against 
the  Scriptures  and  the  catholic  doctrine  of  the   church  of 
God,  laying  heavy  burdens  on  merfs  consciences,  and  making 
the  narrow  way  to  heaven  yet  narrower  by  their  own  in- 
ventions ;  arrogating  to  themselves  a  dominion  over  our  faith, 
and  prescribing  a  method  of  salvation,  which  Christ  and  his 
apostles  never  taught ;  corrupting  the  faith  of  the  church  of 
Godj   and   "  teaching^  for  doctrines,  the  commandments  of 
men ;''  and  lastly,  havings  derogated  from  the  prerogatives  of 
Christ,  who  alone  is  the  author  and  finisher  of  our  faith,  and 
hath  perfected  it  in  the  revelations  consigned  in  the  holy  Scrip- 
tures; therefore  it  is,  that  we  esteem   ourselves  obliged  to 
warn  the  people  of  their  danger,  and  to  depart,  from  it,  and 
call  upon  them  to  stand  upon  the  ways,  and  ask  after  the 
"  old  paths,^  and  "  walk  in  them ;"  lest  they  partake  of  that 
curse  which  is  threatened  by  God  to  them,  "  who  remove 
the  ancient  land-.marks,  which  our  fathers  in  Christ  have  set 
for  us.'!* 

Now  that  the  church  of  Rome  cannot  pretend  that  all 
which  she  imposes,  is  primitive  and  apostolic,  appears  in  this ;  ' 
that  in  the  church  of  Rome  there  is  pretence  made  to  a 
power,  not  only  of  declaring  new  articles  of  faith,  but  of 
making  new  symbols  or  creeds,  and  imposing  them  as  of 
necessity  to  salvation.  Which  thing  is  evident  in  the  bull  of 
pope  Leo  X.  against  Martin  Luther,  in  which,  amongst  other 
things,  he  is  (Condemned  for  saying,  "  It  is  certain,  that  it 
is  not  in  the  power  of  the  church  or  pope  to  constitute 
articles  of  faith.**'    We  need  not  add  that  this  power  is  attri- 
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buted  to  the  bishops  of  Home  by  Turrecreinata%  Augustinus 
Triumphus  de  Ancona^,  Petrus  de  Ancorano^^  and  the 
famous  abbot  of  Panormo*^,  that  the  pope  cannot  only  make 
new  creeds,  but  new  articles  of  faith;  that  he  can  make 
that  of  necessity  to  be  believed,  whidi  before  never  was  ne« 
cessary ;  that  he  is  the  measure  and  rule,  and  the  very  notice 
of  all  credibilities ;  that  the  canon  law  is  the  Divine  law ;  and 
whatever  law  the  pope  promulges,  God,  whose  vicar  he  is, 
is  understood  to  be  the  promulger.  That  the  souls  of  men 
are  in  the  hands  of  the  pope;  and  that  in  his  arbitration 
religion  doth  consist ;  which  are  the  very  words  of  Hostien- 
sisi  and  Ferdinandus  eh  Inciso^  who  were  casuists  and  doc« 
tors  of  law,  of  great  authority  and  renown  amongst  them« 
The  thing  itself  is  not  of  dubious  disputation  amongst  them, 
but  actually  practised  in  the  greatest  instances,  as  is  to  be 
seen  in  the  bull  ci  Pius  IV.  at  the  end  of  the  council  of 
Trent ;  by  which  all  ecclesiastics  are  not  only  bound  to  swear 
to  all  the  articles  of  the  council  of  Trent,  for  the  present 
and  for  the  future,  but'  they  are  put  into  a  new  symbol  or 
creed,  and  they  are  ccnrroborated  by  the  same  decretory  clauses 
that  are  used  in  the  creed  of  Athanasius :  That  ^^  this  is  the 
true  catholic  faith  ;^  and' that  <^  without  this  no  man  can  be 
saved.'" 

Now  since  it  cannot  be  imagined,  that  this  power,  to  which 
they  pretend,  should  never  have  been  reduced  to  act;  and 
that  it  is  not  credible  they  shoidd  publish  so  invidious  and 
ill-sounding  doctrine  to  no  purpose,  and  to  serve  no  end; 
it  may,  without  further  evidence,  be  believed  by  all  discerning 
persons,  that  they  have  need  of  this  doctrine,  or  it  would  not 
have  been  taught ;  and  that  consequently  without  more  ado, 

s  Quod  siHnjetruin  et  regula^  ac  scientia  ciedendorum.  Suimnse  de  Ecclesia^ 
BJb.  ii.  c.  SOS. 

f  Novum  Symbolum  condere  soluin  ad  Papam  spectat,  quia  est  caput  fidei 
Christianse^  cujus  autoritate  omnia^  quse  ad  fidem  spectant^  firmantur  et  robo- 
rantuT.  q.  ."tO.  a.  1.  etart.  2.  sicut  potest  novum  symbolum  condere,  ita  potest 
Bovos  articulos  supra  alios  multiplicare. 

B  Papa  potest  facere  novos  articulos  fidei,  id  est,  quod  modo  credi  oporteaty 
cnm  sic  prius  non  oporteret.    In  cap.  cum  Christus  de  hseret.  n*  2. 
^  Papa  potest  inducere  novum  articulum  fidei.    Jn  idem. 
*  Super.  2.    Decret.  de  jurejur.  c.  nimis.  n.  1 . 
^  Apud  Petrum  Ciezum,  t.  2,  institut.  per  cap.  69. 
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it  may  be  concluded  that  some  of  their  articles  are  parts  of 
this  new  faith ;  and  that  they  can,  therefore,  in  no  sense  be 
apostdUcal,  unless  their  bemg  Ronfian  makes  them  so. 

To  this  may  be  added  another  consideration,  not  much 
less  material,  that  besides  what  Eckius  told  the  elector  of 
Bavaria,  that  the  doctrines  of  Luther  might  be  overthrown  by 
the  fathers,  though  not  by  Scripture;  they  have  also  many 
gripes  oi  conscience  concerning  the  fathers  themselves,  that 
they  are  not  right  on  their  side;  and  of  this,  they  have  given 
but  too  much  demonstration  by  their  expurgatory  indices. 
The  serpent,  by  being  so  curious  a  defender  of  his  head, 
shows  where  his  danger  is,  and  by  what  he  can  most  readily 
be  destroyed.  But  besides  their  innumerable  corruptings  of 
the  fathers^  writings ;  their  thrusting  in  that  which  was  spu- 
rious, and  like  Pharaoh,  killing  the  legitimate  sons  of  Israel^; 
thmigh  in  this  they  have  done  very  much  of  their  work,  and 
made  the  testimonies  of  the  fathers  to  be  a  record  infinitely 
worse,  than  of  themselves  uncorrupted,  they  would  have 
been  (of  which  divers  learned  persons  have  made  public 
complaint  and  demonstration) ;  they  have  at  last  fallen  to  a 
new  trade,  which  has  caused  more  disreputation  to  them, 
than  they  have  gaiued  advantage,  and  they  have  virtually 
confessed,  that,  in  many  things,  the  fathers  are  against 
them. 

For  first,  the  king  df  Spain  gave  a  commission  to  the  in- 
quisitors to  purge  all  catholic  authors ;  but  with  this  clause, 
^'  lique  ipsi  privatim,  nullisque  consciis,  apud  se  indicem 
expurgatorium  habebunt,  quem  eundem  neque  aUis.  commu- 
nicabunt,  neque  gus  exemplum  uUi  dabunt : "  ^^  that  they 
should  keep  the  expurgatory  index  privately,  neither  im- 
parting that  index,  nor  giving  a  copy  of  it  to  any." — But  it 
happened,  by  the  Divine  providence  so  ordering  it,  that  about 
thirteen  years  after,  a  copy  of  it  was  gotten  and  published 
by  Johannes  Pappus,  and  Franciscus  Junius ;  and  since  it 
came  abroad  against  their  wills,  they  find  it  necessary  now 
to  own  it,  and  they  have  printed  it  themselves.    Now  by 

1  JohaDoes  Clemens  aliquot  folia  Theodoreti  laceravit^  et  abjecit  in 
focum^  in  quibus  contra  transubstantionem  preeclare  dissernit.  Et  cum  non 
ita  pridem  Origenem  excuderunt^  totum  illud  caput  aextum  Johannis  et  quod 
commentabatur  Origenes  omiserunt^  et  mutilum  ediderunt  librum  propter 
eandem  causam. 
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these  expurgatory  tables,  what  they  have  done  is  known  ,to 
learned  men.     In  St.  Chrysostom's  works  printed  at  Basil, 
these  words,  "  The  church  is  not  built  upon  the  man,  but 
upon  the  faith,''  are  commanded  to  be  blotted  out :  and  these, 
"  There  is  no  merit,  but  what  is  ^ven  us  by  Christ ;''  and 
yet  these  words  are  in  his  sermon  upon  Pentecost,  and  the 
former  words  are  in  his  first  homily  upon  that  of  St.  John^^ 
*«  Ye  are  my  friends,''  &c.     The  like  they  have  done  to  him 
in  many  other  places,  and  to  St.  Ambrose,  and  to  St.  Austin^ 
and  to  them  all";  insomuch  that  Ludovicus  Saurius,  the  cor- 
rector of  the  press  at  Lyons,  showed  and  complained  of  it  tq 
Junius,  that  he  was  forced  to  canceUate  or  blot  out  many 
sayings  of  St.  Ambrose,  in  that  edition  of  his  works  which 
was  printed  at  Lyons,  1669.     So  that  what  they  say  on  oo^ 
casion  of  Bertram's  book,  *'  —  In  the  old  catholic  writers  we 
suffer  very  many  errors,  and  extenuate  and  excuse  them ;  and 
finding   out    some  commentary,   we  feign  some  convenient 
sense  when  they  are    opposed    in    disputations" — ^they  do 
indeed  practise,  but  esteem  it  not  suificient;  for  the  words 
which  make  against  them,   they  wholly  leave  out  of  their 
editions.     Nay,  they  correct  the  very  tables  or  indices  made 
by  the  printers  or  correctcws ;  insomuch,  that  out  of  one  of 
Froben's  indices  they  have  commanded  these  words   to  be 
blotted,  "  The  use  of  images  forbidden :" — "  The  eucharist 
no  sacrifice,  but  the  memory  of  a  sacrifice:"—"  Works,  al- 
though they  do  not  justify,  yet  are  necessary  to  salvation"— 
*'  Marriage  h  granted  to  all  that  cannot  contain" — "  Venial 
sins  damn" — "  The  dead  saints,  after  this  life,  cannot  help 
us :"  nay,  out  of  the  index  of  St.  Austin's  works  by  Claudius 
Chevallonius  at  Paris,  1631,  there  is  a  very  strange  deleatur ; 
Dele,  "  Solus  Deus  adorandus,"  "  that  God  alone  is  to  be 
worshipped,"  is  commanded  to  be  blotted  out,  as  being  a 
dangerous  doctrine".     These  instances  may  serve  instead  of 
multitudes,  which  might  be  brought,  of  their  corrupting  the 
witnesses,  and  razing  the  records  of  antiquity,  that  the  errors 
and  novelties  of  the  church  of  Rome  might  not  be  so  easily 
reproved.     Now  if  the  fathers  were  not  against  them,  what 

^  Sixtus  Senensis  epist.  dedicat.  ad  Pium  Quin.  laudat  Pontificem  in  hcec 
verba:  expur^ri  et emaculari cura'sti  omnium  Catholicorum  Scriptorum^  ac 
preecipueveterumpatrum,  Bcripta. 

»  Index  expurgator.  Madrii.  1612,  in  indice  libror.  expui^gator.  p.  89. 
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need  these  arts  ?  Why  should  they  use  them  thus  ?  Their 
own  expurgatory  uidices  ore  infinite  testimony  against  them^ 
both  that  they  do  so  and  that  they  need  it. 

But  besides  these  things,  we  have  thought  it  fit  to  represent, 
in  one  aspect,  some  of  their  chief  doctrines  of  difierence  from  the 
church  of  England,  and  make  it  evident,  that  they  are  indeed 
new,  and  brought  into  the  church,  first  by  way  of  opinion,  and 
afterwards  by  power,  and  at  last,  by  their  own  authority, 
decreed  into  laws  and  articles. 


SECTION  II. 

FiEST,  we  allege  that  this  very  power  of  making  new  articles 
is  a  novelty,  and  expressly  against  the  doctrine  of  the  pri^ 
mitive  church ;  and  we  prove  it,  first  by  the  words  of  the 
apostle,  saying,  **  If  we,  or  an  angel  from  heaven,  shall 
preach  unto  you  any  other  Gospel,''  (viz.,  in  whole  or  in  part, 
for  there  is  the  same  reason  of  them  both)  "  than  that  which 
we  have  preached,  let  him  be  anathema'  f'  and  secondly,  by 
the  sentence  of  the  fathers  *»  in  the  third  general  council,  that 
at  Ephesus :  "  That  it  should  not  be  lawful  for  any  man  to 
publish  or  compose  another  faith  or  crfeed  than  that  which 
was  defined  by  the  Nicene  council :  and  that  whosoever  shall 
dare  to  compose  or  offer  any  such  to  any  persons  willing  to 
be  converted  from  Paganism,  Judaism,  or  heresy,  if  they 
were  bishops  or  clerks,  they  should  be  deposed;  if  laymen, 
they  should  be  accursed."  And  yet  in  the  church  of  JRome, 
faith  and  Christianity  increase  like  the  moon ;  Bromyard 
complained  of  it  long  since,  and  the  mischief  increases  daily. 
They  have  now  a  new  article  of  faith,  ready  for  the  stamp, 
which  may  very  shortly  become  necessary  to  salvation;  we 
mean  that  of  the  immaculate  conception  of  the  blessed  Virgin 
Mary.  Whether  the  pope  be  above  a  council  or .  no ;  we 
are  not  sure,  whether  it  be  an  article  of  faith  amongst  them 
or  not :.  it  is  very  near  one  if  it  be  not.  Bellarmine  would 
fain  have  us  believe,  that  the  council  of  Constance  approving 
the  bull  of  pope  Martin  V.  declared  for  the  pope's  supre- 
macy.    But  John  Gerson,  who  was  at  the  council  %  says, 

»  Gal.  i.  8.         *>  Part  ii.act.  6.  c.  7.         c  De  Potest.  Eccles.  Concil.  12. 
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that  the  council  did  abate  those  heights,  to  which  flattery  had 
advanced  the  pope;  and  that  before  that  council,  they  spoke 
such  great  things  of  the  pope^  which  afterwards  moderate  men 
durst  not  speak ;  but  yet  some  others  spake  them  so  confidently 
before  it,  that  he  that  should  then  have  spoken  to  the  con- 
trary, would  hardly  have  escaped  the  note  of  heresy :  and  that 
these  men  continued  the  same  pretensiohs  even  after  the  coun- 
cil. But  the  council  of  Basil  decreed  for  the  council  against 
the  pope;  and  the  council  of  Lateran  under  Leo  X.  de- 
creed for  the  pope  against  the  council.  So  that  it  is  Cross 
and  Pile ;  and  whether  for  a  penny,  when  it  can  be  done ;  it 
is  now  a  known  case,  it  shall  become  an  article  of  faith.  But 
for  the  present  it  is  a  probationary  article,  and  according  to 
Bellarmine's^  expression  is  "  fere  de  fide,''  **  it  is  ahnost  an 
article  of  faith ;"  they  want  a  little  age,  and  then  they  may  go 
alone.  But  the  council  of  Trent®  hath  produced  a  strange 
new  article;  but  it  is  "  sine  controversia  credendum,"  it  must 
be  believed,  and  must  not  be  controverted :  that  "  although 
the  ancient  fathers  did  give  the  communion  to  infants,  yet 
they  did  not  believe  it  necessary  to  salvation.''  Now  this 
being  a  matter  of  fact,  whether  they  did  or  did  not  believe  it, 
every  man  that  reads  their  writings,  can  be  able  to  inform  him- 
self: and  besides  that  it  is  strange  that  this  should  be  deter- 
mined by  a  council,  and  determined  against  evident  truth  (it 
being  notorious,  that  divers  of  the  fathers  did  say  it  is  neces- 
sary to  salvation) ;  the  decree  itself  is  beyond  all  bounds  of 
modesty,  and  a  strange  pretension  of  empire  over  the  Chris- 
tian belief.     But  we  proceed  to  other  instances. 


SECTION  III. 


Thk  Roman  doctrine  of  indulgences  was  the  first  occa-^ 
sion  of  the  great  change  and  reformation  of  the  western 
churches  began  by  the  preachings  of  Martin  Luther,  and 
others;  and  besides  that  it  grew  to  that  intolerable  abuse, 
that  it  became  a  shame  to  itself,  and  a  reproach  to  Christen- 
dom,  it   was  also  so  very  an  innovaticm,   that  their  great 

*  De  Concil.  Autor.  lib.  ii.  c.  17.  Sect.  1.  e  Sess.  21.  c.  4. 
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Antoninus^  confesses,  that  "concerning  them  we  have  no- 
thing  expressly,  either  in  the  Scriptures,  or  in  the  sayings 
of  the  ancient  doctor?:"  and  the  same  is  affirmed  by  Syl- 
vester Prierias  **.     Bishop  Fisher,  of  Hochester,  says,  that,  in 
die  beginning  of  the  church,  there  was  no  use  of  indulgences ; 
and  that  they  began,  after  the  people  were  awhile  affrighted 
with  the  torments  of  purgatory ;  and  many  of  the  schoolmen 
confess,  that  the  use  of  indulgences  began  in  the  time  of 
pope  Alexander  III.  towards  the  end  of  the  twelfth  century : 
but  Agrippa  imputes  the  beginning  of  them  to  Boniface  VIII. 
who  lived  in  the  reign  of  King  Edward  I.  of  England ;  one 
thousand  three  hundred  years  after  Christ.     But  that,  in  his 
time  the  first  jubilee  was  kept,  we  are  assured  by  Crantrius. 
This  pope*^  lived  and  died  with  great  infamy,  and  therefore 
was  not  likely  from  himself  to  transfer  much  honour  and 
reputation  to  the  new  institution.     But  that  about  this  time 
indulgences  began,  is  more  than  probable ;  much  before,  it  is 
certain  they  were  not.     For,  in  the  whole  canon-law  written 
by  Gratian,  and  in  the  Sentences  of  Peter  Lombard,  there  is 
nothing  spoken  of  indulgences.     Now  because  they  lived  in 
the  time  of  pope  Alexander  III.,  if  he  had  introduced  them, 
and  much  rather  if  they  had  been  as  ancient  as  St.  Gregory 
(as  some  vainly  and  weakly  pretend,  from  no  greater  autho- 
rity than  their  own  legends),  it  is  probable  that  these   great 
men,  writing  bodies  of  divinity  and  law,  would  have  made 
mention  of  so  considerable  a  point,  and  so  great  a  part  of 
the  Roman  relipon,  as  things  are  now  ordered.     If  they  had 
been  doctrines  of    the  church  then,  as  they  are  now,  it  is 
certain  they  must  have  come  under    their  cognizance  and 
discourses. 

Now  lest  the  Roman  emissaries  should  deceive  any  of  the 
good  sons  of  the  church,  we  think  fit  to  acquaint  them,  that,, 
in  the  primitive  church  **,  when  the  bishops  imposed  severe 
penances,  and  that  they  were  almost  quite  performed,  and  a 
great  cause  of  pity  intervened,   or  danger  of  death,  or  an 

*  Part  i.  Sum.  tit.  10.  c.  S.  b  In  art.  18.  Luther. 

^ '  iDtravit  ut  vulpes^  re^avit  ut  leo^  moriebatur  ut  canis/  de  eo  ssepios 
dictum. 

«*  Tertul.  i.  ad  Martyr,  c.  1.  S.  Cyprian,  lib.  iii.  ep.  15.  apud  Pamelium  11. 
Concil.  Nicen.  J.  can.  12.  Concil.  Ancir.  c.  5.  Concil.  Laod.  c.  2.  S.Basil, 
in  £p.  canonicis  habentur  in  Nomocanone  Photii^  can.  73. 
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excellent  repentance,  or  that  the  martyrs  interceded,  the 
bishop  did  sometimes  indulge  the  jenitent,  and  relax  some 
of  the  remaining  parts  of  his  penance ;  and  according  to  the 
example  of  St.  Paul,  in  the  case  of  the  incestuous  Corinthian, 
gave  them  ease,  lest  they  should  be  swallowed  up  with  too 
much  sorrow.  But  the  Roman  doctrine  of  indulgences  is 
wholly  another  thing;  nothing  of  it  but  the  abused  name 
remains.  For  in  the  church  of  Rome  they  now  pretend,  that 
there  is  an  infinite  of  degrees  of  Christ^s  merits  and  satis* 
faction  beyond  what  is  necessary  for  the  salvation  of  his 
servants :  and  (for  fear  Christ  should  not  have  enough)  the 
saints  have  a  surplusage  of  merits  ^,  or  at  least  of  satisfactions,-— 
more  than  they  can  spend,  or  themselves  do  need  ;  and  out 
of  these  the  church  hath  made  her  a  treasure,  a  kind  of 
poor  man^s  box ;  and  out  of  this,  a  power  to  take  as  much 
as  they  list,  to  apply  to  the  poor  souls  in  purgatory ;  who,— 
because  they  did  not  satisfy  for  their  venial  sins,  or  perform 
all  their  penances  which  were  imposed,  or  which  might  have 
been  imposed,  and  which  were  due  to  be  paid  to  God,  for 
the  temporal  pains  reserved  upon  them,  after  he  had  for^ven 
them  the  guilt  of  their  deadly  sins, — are  forced  sadly  to  roar 
in  pains  not  inferior  to  the  pains  of  hell,  excepting  only  that 
they  are  not  eternal.  That  this  is  the  true  state  of  their  article 
of  indulgences,  we  appeal  to  Bellarmine^ 

Now,  concerning  their  new  foundation  of  indulgences,  the 
first  stone  of  it  was  laid  by  Pope  Clement  VI.  in  his  extra- 
vagant *  Unigenitus,  de  poenitentiis  et  remissionibus,^  A.  D. 
1350.  This  constitution  was  published  fifty  years  after  the 
first  jubilee,  and  was  a  new  device  to  bring  in  customersHo 
Rome  at  the  second  jubilee,  which  was  kept  in  Rome  in 
this  pope's  time.  What  ends  of  profit  and  interest  it  served, 
we  are  not  much  concerned  to  inquire :  but  this  we  know, 
that  it  had  not  yet  passed  into  a  catholic  doctrine,  for  it  was 
disputed  against  by  Franciscusde  Mayronis  f,  and  Durandus**, 
not  long  before  this  extravagant ;  and  that  it  was  not  rightly 
given  to  the  church,  besides  that  which  the  apostles  received 

*  Communis  opinio  doctorum^  tarn  Theologorum,  quamCanonicorum>  quod 
sunt  ex  abundantia  meritorum,  quae  ultra  mensuram  demeritorum  suorum 
sancti  sustinueruntj  et  Christie  Sum.  AngeL  v.lndulg.  9. 

f  Lib.  i.  de  Indulgent,  c.  2.  et  3.  In  4.  lib.  sen.  dis.  19.  q.  2, 

1»  Ibid.  dist.  20.  q.  3.. 
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formed  to  their  purposes  till  the  stirs  in  Grermany,  raised 
upon  the  occasion  of  indulgences,  made  Leo  X.  set  his 
clerks  on  work  to  study  the  point,  and  make  something 
of  it. 

But  as  to  the  thing  itself :' it  is  so  wholly  new,  so  merely 
devised  and  forged  by  themselves,  so  newly  created  out  of 
nothing,  from  great  mistakes  of  Scripture,  and  dreams  of 
shadows  from  antiquity ;  that  we  are  to  admonish  our  charges, 
that  they  cannot  reasonably  expect  many  sayings  of  the  pri- 
mitive doctors  against  them,  any  more  than  against  the  new 
fancies  of  the  Quakers,  which  were  born  but  yesterday.  That 
which  is  not,  cannot  be  numbered ;  and  that  which  was  not, 
could  not  be  confuted.  But  the  perfect  silence  of  antiquity 
in  this  whole  matter,  is  an  abundant  demonstration  that  this 
new  nothing  was^  made  in  the  later  laboratories  of  Rome. 
For  as  Durandus  said,  the  holy  fathers,  Ambrose,  Hilary, 
Jerome,  Austin,  speak  nothing  of  indulgences.  And 
whereas  it  is  said,  that  St.  Gregory,  six  hundred  years  after 
Christ,  gave  indulgences  at  Rome  in  the  stations ;  Magistet 
Angularis,  who  lived  about  two  hundred  since,  says,  "  he 
never  read  of  any  such  any  where;'*'  and  it  is  certain  there  is 
no  such  thing  in  the  writings  of  St.  Gregory,  nor  in  any 
history  of  that  age  nor  any  other  that  is  authentic;  and  we 
could  never  see  any  history  pretended  for  it  by  the  Roman 
writers,  but  a  legend  of  Ledgerus  brought  to  us  the  other 
day  by  Surius:  which  is  so  ridiculous  and  weak,  that  even 
their  own  parties  dare  not  avow  it  as  a  true  story ;  and  there- 
fore they  are  fain  to  make  use  of  Thomas  Aquinas  upon  the 
Sentences,  and  Altisiodorensis,  for  story  and  record.  And  it 
were  strange  that  if  the  power  of  ^ving  indulgences,  to  take 
off  the  punishment,  reserved  by  God  after  the  sin  is  par- 
doned, were  given  by  Christ  to  his  church,  that  no  one  of 
the  aiident  doctors  should  tell  any  thing  of  it:  insomuch 
that  there  is  no  one  writer  of  authority  and  credit,  not  the 
more  ancient  doctors  we  have  named,  nor  those  who  were 
much  later,  Rupertus  Tuitiensis,  Anselm,  or  St.  Bernard; 
ever  took  notice  of  it ;  but  it  was  a  doctrine  wholly  unknown 
to  the  church  for  about  one  thousand  two  hundred  years 
after  Christ:  and  Cardinal  Cajetan  told  Pope  Adrian  VI. 

*  Ubi  supra. 
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that  ^  an  indulgence  is  nothing  else  but  an  absolution  from 
that  penance,  which  the  confessor  hath  imposed;^  and 
th^efore  can  be  nothing  of  that  which  is  now-a-days 
pretended. 

True  it  is»  that  the  canonical  penances  were,  about  the 
time  of  Burchardj  lessened  and  altered  by  communications ; 
and  the  ancient  discipline   of  the  church,  in  imposing  pe- 
nances,  was  made  so  loose,   that*  the  indulgence  was  more 
than  the  imposition,  and  began  not  to  be  an  act  of  mercy 
but  remissness,  and  absolution  without  amends :  it  became  a 
trumpet,  and  a  levy  *  for  the  holy  war,  in  Pope  Urban  II.'s 
time^  for  he  gave  a  plenary  indulgence  and  remission  of  all 
sins  to  them,  that  should  go  and   fight  against  the  Sarar 
cens :  and  yet  no  man  could  tell  how  much  they  were  the 
better  for  these  indulgaices :  for  concerning  the  value  of  in« 
dulgences,    the  complaint   is  both  old    and  doubtful,   said 
Pope  Adrian^;  and  he  cites  «  famous  gloss,  which  tells  of 
four  opinions  all  catholic,  and  yet  vastly  differing  in  this 
particular:  but  the  *  Summa  Angelica i^  reckons  seven  opi- 
nions concerning  what  that  penalty  is  which  is  taken  off  by 
indulgences:   no  man  could  then  tell;   and  the  point  was 
but  in  the  infancy ;  and  since  that,  they  have  made  it  what 
they  please :   but  it  is  at  last  turned  into  a  doctrine,  and 
they  have  devised  new  propositions,  as  well  as  they  can,  to 
make  sense  of  it ;     and  yet  it  is  a  very  strange  thing ;  a  solu- 
tion, not  an  absolution  (it  is  the  distinction  of  Bellarmine) ; 
that  is,   the  sinner  is  let  to  go  free  without  punishment  in 
this  world  or  in  the  world  to  come;  and  in  the  end,  it  grew 
to  be  that  which  Christendom  could  not  suffer:  a  heap  of 
doctrines  without  grounds  of  Scripture,  or  cathohc  tradition ; 
said  not  only  so,  but  they  have  introduced  a  way  of  remitting 
sins,  that  Christ  and  his  apostles  taiight  not ;  a  way  destruc- 
tive to  the  repentance   and  remission  of   sins,   which  wad 
preached  in  the  name  of  Jesus ;  it  brought  into  the  church 
false  and  fantastic  hopes,    ^  a  hope   that    will    make  men 
ashamed;'   a  hope   that   does  not  glorify  the    merits    and 
perfect  satisfaction  of  Christ ;  a  doctrine  expressly  dishonour- 
able to  the  full  and  free  pardon  given  us  by  God  throu^ 
Jesus  Christ ;  a  practice  that  supposes  a  new  bunch  of  keys 

^  In  lib.  iv.  sent.  1  Verb.  Indalgentise. 
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to  Ojpeii  and  shut  the  kingdom  of  heaven;  a  doctrine  that 
introduces  pride  among  the  saints,  and  advances  the  opinion 
of  their  works  beyond  the  measures  of  Christ  %  who  taught 
us^  "  That  when  we  have  done  all  that  is  commanded,  we 
are  unprofitable  servants/^  and,  therefore,  certainly  cannot 
supererogflte,  or  do  more  than  what  is  infinitely  recompensed 
by  the  l^xagdom  of  glory,  to  which  all  our  doings  and  all  our 
sufferings  are  not  worthy  to  be  compared,  especially  since 
the  greatest  saint  cannot  but  say  with  David,  ^^  Enter  not 
into  judgment  with  thy  servant ;  for  in  thy  sight  no  flesh 
living  can  be  justified:'^  it  is  a  practice  that  hath  turned 
penances  into  a  fair,  and  the  court  of  conscience  into  a 
lombard,  and  the  labours  of  love  into  the  labours  of  pilgri- 
mages, superstitious  and  useless  wanderings  from  place  to 
place;  and  religion  into  vanity,  and  our  hope  in  God  to  a 
confidence  in  man,  and  our  fears  of  hell  to  be  a  mere  scare- 
crow to  rich  and  confident  sinners :  and  at  last,  it  was 
frugally  employed,  by  a  great  pope,  to  raise  a  portion  for  d, 
lady,  the  wife  of  Franceschet  to  Cibo,  bastard  son  of  pope 
Innocent  VIII.;  and  the  merchandise  itself  became  the 
stakes  of  gamesta*s  at  dice  and  cards,  and  men  did  vile 
actions  that  they  might  win  indulgences ;  by  gaming,  making 
their  Way  to  heaven  easier. 

Now  although  the  holy  fathers  of  the  church  could  ncJt  be 
supposed,  in  direct  terms,  to  speak  against  this  new  doctrine 
of  indulgences,  because,  in  their  days,  it  was  not :  yet  they 
have  said  many  things,  which  do  perfectly  destroy  this  new 
doctrine  and  these  unchristian  practices.  For  besides  that 
they  teach  repentance  wholly  reducing  us  to  a  good  life ;  a 
faitli  that  entirely  relies  upon  Christ^  merits  and  satis&c* 
tions ;  a  hope  wholly  depending  upon  the  platn  promises  of 
the  Gospel,  a  service  perfectly  consisting  in  the  works  of  a 
good  conscience,  a  labour  of  love,  a  religion  of  justice,  and 
jnety,  and  moral  virtues :  they  do  also  expressly  teach,  that 
pilgrimages  to  holy  places,  and  such  like  inventions,  which 
are  now  the  earnings  and  price  of  indulgences,  and  not 
required  of  us,  and  are  not  the  way  of  salvation,  as  is  to  be 
^  that  to  him  that  readeth  the  decretals,  it  plainly  appears, 

m  Ut  quid  non  prsevides  tibi  in  die  judicii,  quando  nemo  poterit  per 
alium  excusarl^  vel  defend! ;  sed  uausquiaque  sufficiens  onus  erit  sibi  ipsi  s 
Th.  ^  Kempis^  libt  i.  De  Imit.  c.  S4. 
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seen  in  an  oration  made  by  St.  Gregory- Nyssen,  wholly 
against  pilgrimages  to  Jerusalem;  in  St.  Chrysostomn,  St. 
Austin®,  and  St.  Bernards  The  sense  of  these  fathers  is 
this,  in  the  words  of  St.  Austin :  "  God  said  not.  Go  to  the 
east,  and  seek  righteousness ;  sail  to  the  west,  that  you  may 
receive  indulgence.  But  indulge  thy  brother,  and  it  shall  be 
indulged  to  thee :  you  have  need  to  inquire  for  no  other  indul- 
gence to  thy  sins;  if  thou  wilt  retire  into  the  closet  of  thy 
heart,  there  thou  shalt  find  it.^^  That  is,  all  our  hope  of  in- 
dulgence is  from  God  through  Jesus  Christ,  and  is  wholly  to 
be  obtained  by  faith  in  Christ,  and  perseverance  in  good 
works,  and  entire  mortification  of  all  our  sins. 

To  conclude  this  particular:  Though  the  gains,  whicli 
'the  church  of  Rome  makes  of  indulgences,  be  a  heap  almost 
as  great  as  the  abuses  themselves,  yet  the  greatest  patrons  of 
this  new  doctrine  could  never  give  any  certainty,  or  reason-'- 
able  comfort,  to  the  conscience  of  any  person,  that  could 
inquire  into  it.  They  never  durst  determine,  whether  they 
were  absolutions  or  compensations:  whether  they  only  take 
off  the  penances  actually  imposed  by  the  confessor;  or 
potentially,  and  all  that  which  might  have  been  imposed; 
whether  all  that  may  be  paid  in  the  court  of  men ;  or  all  that 
can  or  will  be  required  by  the  laws  and  severity  of  God. 
Neither  can  they  speak  rationally  to  the  great  question, — 
Whether  the  treasure  of  the  church  consists  of  the  satis- 
factions of  Christ  only,  or  of  the  saints  ? — For  if  of  saints,  it 
will,  by  all  men,  be  acknowledged  to  be  a  defeasible  estate, 
and  bdng  finite  and  limited,  will  be  spent  sooner  than  the 
needs  of  the  church  can  be  served ;  and  if,  therefore,  it  be 
necessary  to  add  the  merits  and  satisfaction  of  Christ,  since 
they  are  an  ocean  of  infinity,  and  can  supply  more  than  all 
our  needs,  to  what  purpose  is  it  to  add  the  little  minutes  and 
droppings  of  the  saints  ?  They  cannot  tell,  whether  they 
may  be  given,  if  the  receiver  do  nothing  or  give  nothing  for 
them:  and  although  this  last  particular  could  better,  be 
resolved  by  the  court  of  Rome  than  by  the  church  of  Rome; 
yet  all  the  doctrines,  which  built  up  the  new  fabric  of  in- 
dulgences, were  so  dangerous  to  determine,  so  improbable^ 

^  Homil.  1.  in  Ep.  ad  Phiiem.  o  Serm.  de  Martyr,  ib. 

P  Serm.  I.  de  Advent. 
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so  unreasonable,  or^  at  best,  so  uncertain  and  invidious,  that, 
according  to  the  advice  of  the  bishop  of  Modena,  the  council 
of  Trent  left  all  the  doctrines  and  all  the  cases  of  conscience 
quite  alone,  and  slubbered  the  whole  matter  both  in  the 
question  of  indulgences  and  purgatory,  in  general  and  te- 
commendatory  terms;  affirming,  that  the  power  of  giving 
indulgence  is  in  the  church,  and  that  the  use  is  wholesome : 
and  that  all  hard  and  subtile  questions,  viz.  concerning  purga^* 
tory,  which  although  (if  it  be  at  all)  it  is  a  iire,  yet  it  is  the 
fuel  of  indulgences,  and  maintains  them  wholly ;  all  that  is 
suspected  to  be  false,  and  all  that  is  uncertain :  and  what* 
soever  is  curious  and  superstitious,  scandalous,  or  for  filthy 
lucre,  be  laid  aside.  And  in  the  mean  time,  they  tell  us  not 
what  is,  and  what  is  not,  superstitious,  nor  what  is  scandalous^, 
nor  what  they  mean  by  the  general  term  of  ^  indulgence  ;^  and 
they  establish  no  doctrine,  neither  curious  nor  incurious,  nor 
durst  they  decree  the  very  foundation  of  this  whole  matter^ 
the  church's  treasure ;  neither  durst  they  meddle  with  it,  but 
left  it  as  they  found  it,  and  continued  in  the  abuses,  and 
proceeded  in  the  practice,  and  set  their  doctors,  as  well  as 
they  can,  to  defend  all  the  new,  and  curious,  and  scandalous 
questions,  and  to  uphold  the  gainful  trade.  But  however  it 
be  with  them,  the  doctrine  itself  is  proved  to  be  a  direct  inno-. 
vation  in  the  matter  of  Christian  religion;  and  that  was  it» 
which  we  have  undertaken  to  demonstrate. 


SECTION  IV. 

The  doctrine  of  purgatory  is  the  mother  of  indulgences,  and 
the  fear  of  that  hath  introduced  these:  for  the  world  hap« 
pened  to  be  abused  like  the  countryman  in  the  faMe,  who, 
being  told  he  was  likely  to  fall  into  a  delirium  in  his  feet,  was 
advised,  for  remedy,  to  take  the  juice  of  cotton :  he  feared  a 
disease  that  was  not,  and  looked  for  a  cure  as  ridiculous.  But 
if  the  patent  of  indulgences  be  not  from  Christ  and  his  apos- 
tles ;  if,  upon  this  ground,  the  primitive  church  never  built, 
the  superstructures  of  Rome  must  fall ;  they  can  be  no 
stronger  than  their  supporter.  Now,  then,  in  order  to  the 
proving  the  doctrine  of  purgatory  to  be  an  innovation ; — 
1.  We  consider,  that    the    doctrines,    upon  which    it    is 

VOL.   X.  ^ 
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pretended  reasonable,  are  all  dubious  and  disputable  at  tha 
very  best.     Such  are, 

1.  Their  distinction  of  sins  mortal  and  venial  in  their  own 
nature. 

@.  That  the  taking  away  the  guilt  of  nns,  does  not  sup^ 
po£(e  the  taking  away  the  obligation  to  punishment ;  that  is* 
that  when  a  man^^s  sin  is  pardoned,  he  may  be  punished 
without  the  guilt  of  th»t  sin  as  justly  as  with  It ;  an  if  th^ 
guilt  could  be  any  thing  else  but  an  obligation  to  punJsbiaent 
for  having  sinned;  wbiph  is  a  propositipi},  of  whieb  nowise, 
man  can  make  sense;  but  it  is  oertaip  that  it  4a  expressly 
against  the  word  of  God,  who  promises,  upon  our  repmitancie, 
so  to  take  away  our  sins  that  ^*  he  will  remember  tb^m  i^ 
more^f^  and  so  did  Christ  to  all  those  tQ  whom  h^  gftve 
pardop :  for  he  did  not  take  our  jTaults  and  guilt  oq  him  any 
other  way,  but  by  curing  our  evil  hearts*  and  taking  away  the 
punishment^.  And  this  was  so  perfectly  believed  by  the 
primitive  church,  that  they  always  made  the  penpnees  and 
satisfaction  to  be  undergone,  before  they  gave  absolation; 
and,  after  absolution,  they  never  imposed  or  obliged  to 
punishment,  unless  it  were  to  sick  persons,  of  whose  i^ecovery 
they  despaired  not :  of  them,  indeed,  in  case  they  luid  not 
finished  their  canonical  punishments,  they  expeoted  they 
should  perform  what  was  enjoined  them  formerly.  But 
because  all  sin  is  a  blot  to  a  man^s  soul,  and  a  foul  stain  to 
his  reputation,  we  demand,  in  what  does  this  stain  consist? 
In  the  guilt,  or  in  the  punishment  ?  If  it  be  said  that  it  con- 
sists in  the  punishment,  then  wh^t  does  the  guilt  signify, 
when  the  removing  of  it  does  neither  remove  the  stain  nor 
the  punishment,  which  both  remain  and  ftbide  together  ?  But 
if  the  stain  and  the  guilt  be  all  one,  or  ^Iway^  together,  tlxeii 
vhen  the  guilt  is  taken  away>  there  cap  no  stain:  remain ;,  ^nd 
if  so,  what  need  )s  th?re  ftpy  more  of  purgatory  ^  I  For 
since  this  is  pretended  to  be  necessary^  only  lest  my  .stfiii^ed 

*  Ezek.  xviii.  22.    . 

**  Neque  ab  lis  quos  sanas^  lente  languor  abscedit ;  sed  ilHco,  quern  resti- 
\\xxs,  ex  iutegrQ  conYalesf  it ;  quia  CQHsummatma  est;  quq<t  ^c\^  et.  j^erfectwin 
quod  largiris.  S.  Cypi^ian.  de  Coena  pomini :  vel  potius  Atnoldus — J^.  Gela- 
sius  d.  yincul.  anathem.  negat  poeixam  deberi  culpae,  si  culpa  corrigatur. 

**  Delet  gratia  finalis  peccatum  veniale  in  ipsa  dissolutione  corporis  et 
animse.  Hoc  ab  antiquia  dictum  est.  Albeil«  Mag.  in  Compendt  Theolog* 
Verit.  lib.  iii.  c.  13. 
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or  unclean  thing  should  enter  into  heaven,  if  the  guilt  and 
tae  pain  be  removed^  what  uncleanness  can  there  be  left 
behind?  Indeed  Simon  Magus  (as  Epiphanius  reports, 
Hsores.  SO,)  did  teach,  that,  after  the  death  of  the  body,  there 
remained  yl^x^wv  xad«^if,  <  a  purgation  of  souls  :^  but  whether 
the  church  of  Rome  will  own  him  for  an  authentic  doctor, 
themselyes  can  best  tell. 

3.  It  relies  upon  this  also,  that  Grod  requires  of  us  a  full 
exchange  of  penances  and  satisfactions,  which  must  regularly 
be  paid  here  or  hereafter,  even  by  them  who  are  pardoned 
here ;  which  if  it  were  true,  we  are  all  undone. 

4.  That  the  death  of  Christ,  his  merits  and  satisfaction, 
do  not  procure  for  us  a  full  remission  before  we  die,  nor,  as 
it  may  happen,  of  a  long  time  after.  All  which  bang  pro- 
portions new  and  uncertain,  invented  by  the  school-divines, 
and  brought,  <  ex  post  facto/  to  dress  this  opinion,  and  make 
it  to  seem  reasonable;  and  bang  the  products  of  ignorance 
concerning  remission  of  sins  "by  grace,  of  the  righteousness 
of  faith,  and  the  infinite  value  of  Christ*s  death,  must  needs 
lay  a  great  prejudice  of  novelty  upon  the  doctrine  itself, 
which>  but  by  these,  cannot  be  supported.  But  to  put  it 
past  suspicion  and  conjectures:  RofFensis*  and  Polydore 
Virgil*  afBrm,  that  whoso  searcheth  the  writings  of  the 
Greek  fathers,  shall  find  that  none,  or  very  rarely  any  one  of 
them,  ever  makes  mention  of  purgatory ;  and  that  the  Latin 
fathers  did  not  all  believe  it,  but  by  degrees  came  to  enter- 
tain opinions  of  it :  but  for  the  catholic  church,  it  was  but 
lately  known  to  her. 

But  befcwe  we  say  any  more  in  this  question,  we  are  to 
premonish,  that  there  are  two  great  causes  of  their  mistaken 
pretensions  in  this  article  from  antiquity. 

The  first  is,  that  the  ancient  churches,  in  their  offices, 
^nd  the  fathers,  in  their  writings,  did  teach,  and  practise 
respectively,  prayer  for  the  dead.  Now  because  the  church 
of  Rome  does  so  too,  and,  more  than  so,  relates  her  prayers 
to  the  doctrine  of  purgatory,  and  for  the  souls  there  detained ; 
her  doctors  vainly  suppose,  that  whenever  the  holy  fathers 
speak  of  prayer  for  the  dead,  that  they  conclude  for  purga- 
tory ;  which  vain  conjecture  is  as  false  as  it  is  unreasonable : 

«*  Art.  18.  cont,  Luther.  '  Invent.  Rerum,  lib.  viii.  c.  1. 

L  2 
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for  it  is  true,  the  fathers  did  pray  for  the  dead ;  but  how  f 
*^  That  God  should  show  them  mercy ,  and  hasten  the  resuf- 
rection,  and  give  a  blessed  sentence  in  the  great  day.'^  But 
then  it  is  also  to  be  remembered^  that  they  made  prayers^ 
and  offered  for  those,  who,  by  the  confession  of  all  sides^ 
never  were  in  purgatory,  even  for  the  patriarchs  and  pro* 
phets,  for  the  apostles  and  evangelists,  for  martyrs  and  cod-> 
fessors,  and  especially  for  the  blessed  Virgin  Mary:  so  we 
find  it  in  Epiphanius',  St.  Cyril  %  and  in  the  csinon  of  the 
Greeks,  and  so  it  is  acknowledged  by  their  own  Durandus^; 
and  in  their  mass-book  anciently  they  prayed  for  the  soul  of 
St.  I^eo :  of  which  because  by  their  latter  doctrines  they 
grew  ashamed,  they  have  changed  the  prayer  for  him  into  a 
prayer  to  Grod,  by  the  intercession  of  St.  Leo,  in  behalf  of 
themselves ;  so  by  their  new  doctrine,  making  him  an  inter-> 
cessor*  for  us,  who,  by  their  old  doctrine,  was  supposed  to  need 
our  prayers  to  intercede  for  him ;  of  which  pope  Innocent^ 
being  asked  a  reason,  makes  a  most  pitiful  estcuse^ 

Upon   what  accounts  the   fathers  did  pray  for  the   saints 
departed,  and  indeed  generally  for  all,  it  is  not  now  season- 
able to  discourse;    but  to  say   this  only,  that  such  general 
prayers  for  the  dead  as  those  above  reckoned,  the  church  of 
England  never  did  condemn  by  any  express  article,  but  left 
it  in  the  middle*";  and  by  her  practice  declares  her  faith  of 
the  resurrection  of  the  dead,  and  her  interest  in   the  com- 
munion of  saints,  and  that  the  saints  departed  are  a  portion 
of  the  catholic  church,  parts  and  members  of  the  body  of 
Christ ;  but  expressly  condemns  the  doctrine  of  purgatory, 
and,  consequently,  all  prayers  for  the   dead  relating  to  it: 
and  how  -vainly  the  church  of  Rome,  from  prayer  for  the 
dead,  infers  the  belief  of  purgatory,  every  man  may  satisfy 
himself,   by   seeing  the  writings  of  the  fathers,  where   they 
cannot  meet  with  one  collect  or  clause  for  pra)ring  for  the 
delivery  of  souls  out  of  that  imaginary  place.     Which  thing 
is  so  certain,  that  in  the  very  Roman   offices,  we  mean  the 
vigils  said  for  the  dead,  which  are  psalms  and  lessons  taken 
from  the  Scripture,  speaking  of  the  miseries  of  this  world, 

'  Hseres.  75.        B  Cateches.  Mystag.  5.        *»  De  Ritibus^  lib.  ii.  c.  S5. 

*  Innocent.  P.  de  Cceleb.  Missar.  cap.  Cum  Martha. 
^  Apologia  confessionis  Augustanse   expresse  approbat  clausulam  illam 
ivxriKh,  *  Deus  det  ei  pacatam  quietem^  ad  vitse  resurreclionem.' 
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repentance  and  reconciliation  with  God,  the  bliss  after  thi$ 
life  of  them  that  die  in  Christ,  and  the  resurrection  of  the 
dead;  and  in  the  anthems,  versicles,  and  responses,  there 
are  prayers  made,  recommending  to  God  the  soul  of  the 
newly  defunct,  praying,  ^  he  may  be  freed  from  hell  and 
eternal  death,^  that  ^  in  the  day  of  judgment  he  be  not  judged 
and  condemned  according  to  his  sins,  but  that  he  may  appear 
among  the  elect  in  the  glory  of  the  resurrection  ;^  but  not  one 
word  of  purgatory,  or  its  pains. 

The  other  cause  of  their  mistake  is,  that  the  fathers  ofteti 
speak  of  a  fire  of  purgation  after  this  life;  but  such  a  one 
that  is  not  to  be  kindled  until  the  day  of  judgment,  and  it  is 
such  a  fire  that  destroys  the  doctrine  of  the   intermedial 
purgatory.    We  suppose  that  Origen  was  the  first  that  spoke 
plainly  of  it ;  and  so  St.  Ambrose  follows  him  in  the  opdnioa 
(for  it  was  no  more);  so  does  St.  Basil,   St.   Hillary,    St. 
Jerome,  and  Lactantiuis,  as  their  words  plainly  prove,  as  they 
are  cited  by  Sixtus  Senensis,  affirming,  that   ^  aU  men,  Christ 
only  excepted,  shall  be  burned  with  the  fire  of  the  world's 
conflagration   at   the   day  of  judgment;'    even  the  blessed 
Virgin  herself  is  to  pass  through  this  fire.     There  was  also 
another    doctrine .  very    generally  received    by  the  fathers^ 
which  greatly  destroys  the  Roman  purgatory.    Sixtus  Senemd^ 
says,  and  he  says  very  true,  that  Justin*  Martyr,  Tertullian, 
Victorinus   Martyr,    Prudentius,    St.  Chrysostom,   Arethas^ 
Euthimius,  and  St.  Bernard',  did  all  affirm,  that  before  the 
day  of  judgment,  the  souls  of  men  are  kept  in  secret  recep- 
tacles, reserved  unto  the  sentence  of  the  great  day ;  and  that 
before  then,  no  man  receives  according  to  his  works  done  in 
this  life.     We  do  not  interpose  in  this  opinion  to  say  that  it 
is  true  or  false,  probable  or  improbable;   for  these  fathers 
intended  it  not  as  a  matter  of  faith,  or  necessary  belief,  so  far 
as  we  find.     But  we  observe  from  hence,  that  if  their  opinion 
be  true,  then  the  doctrine  of  purgatory  is  false :  if  it  be  not 


iLiv,  vi.  Bibl.  Sanct.  Annot.  845.  Bernardum  excasaDdum  arbitror  ob 
ingentem  numerum  illustrium  ecclesiae  patrum,  qui  ante  ipsum  huic  dogmatl 
auctoritatem  suo  tettimonio  Tisi  sunt  preebuisse ;  praeter  citatos,  enumerate 
S.  Jacobum  Apostolum,  Irenseuin,  Clementem  Romanum,  Augustinum, 
Theodoretum,  CEcumenium,  Theophylactum,  et  Johannem,  22.  pontif.  Rom.  : 
qaam  sententiam  non  modo  docuit,  et  declaravit,  sed  ab  omnibus  teneri 
mandavit,  ut  ait  Adrianus  P.  ip  Jib.  iv.  sent,  in  fine  Qusest.  de  Sacram. 
Confirmationis. 
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true,  yet  the  Roman  doctrine  of  purgatory,  which  is  incon- 
sistent with  this  so  generally  received  opinion  ct  the  fathers, 
is,  at  least,  new,  no  catholic  doctrine,  not  believed  in  the 
primitive  church;  and,  therefore,  the  Roman  writers  are 
much  troubled  to  excuse  the  fathers  in  this  article,  and  to 
reconcile  them  to   some  seeming   concord  with   th^  new 

doctrine. 

But,  besides  these  thmgs,  it  is  certain,  that  the  doctrine 
of  purgatory,  before  the  day  of  judgmait,  in  St.  Austin's 
time",  was  not  the  doctrine  of  the  church ;  it  was  not  the 
cathoUo  doctrine ;  for  hunself  did  doubt  of  it  t  ^^  whether 
it  be  so  or  not,  it  may  be  inquired ;  and,  possibly,  it  may 
be  found  so,  and  possibly  it  may  never :''  so  St.  Austin. 
In  his  time,  therefore,  it  was  no  doctrine  of  the  church, 
and  it  continued  much  longer  in  uncertainty ;  for,  in  the 
time  of  Otho  Frisingensis%  who  lived  in  the  year  1146,  it 
w«s  gotten  no  further  than  to  a  ^Quidam  asserunt:'  ^some 
do  affirm,'  that  there  is  a  place  of  purgatory  after  death. 
And,  although  it  is  not  to  be  denied,  but  that  many  of  the 
ancient  doctors  had  strange  opinions  concerning  purgations, 
and  fires,  and  intermedial  states,  and  common  receptacles, 
and  liberations  of  souls  and  spirits  after  this  life;  yet  we 
can  truly  affirm  it,  and  can  never  be  convinced  to  err  in 
this  affirmation,  that  there  is  not  any  One  of  the  ancients 
within  five  hundred  years,  whose  opinion  in  this  article 
throughout,  the  church  of  Rome  at  this  day  follows. 

But  the  people  of  the  Roman  communion  have  been 
principally  led  into  belief  of  purgatory  by  their  fear,  and 
by  their  credulity;  they  have  been  softened  and  enticed 
into  this  belief,  by  perpetual  tales  and  legends,  by  which 
they  loved  to  be  abused,  To  this  purpose,  their  priests  and 
friars  have  made  grmt  use  of  the  apparition  of  St.  Jerome, 
after  death,  to  Eusebius,  commanding  him  to  lay  his  sack 
upon  the  corpse  of  three  dead  men,  Uiat  they,  arising  ftam 
death,  might  confess  purgatory,  which  formerly  they  had 
denied.  The  story  is  written  in  an  epistle  imputed  to  St. 
Cyril ;  but  the  ill  luck  of  it  was,  thisit  St.  Jerome  out-Bved 
St.   Cyril,  and   wrote  his  life,  and  so  confuted   that  story; 

w  Enchirid.  c.  69.  lib.  xxi.  de  Civil.  Dei,  cap.  26 
»  Lib.  8.  Chron.  cap.  26. 
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but  all  is  (me  for  that,  they  believe  it  ni^ertbelesg  $   but 
there  ate  enough  to  help  it  out ;  and  if  they  be  not  firmly 
true*,  yet,  if  th^  be  firmly  believed,  all  is  well  enough. 
In  th«  ^  speculum  exemplorum^  it  is  said,  that  a  certain  priest, 
in  an  eostaey,  saw  the  soul  of  Ccxistantinus  Tunritanus  in  the 
eaves  of  his  house,  tormented  with  frosts  and  cold  i^ains, 
and  afterwards  climbing  up  to  heaven  upon  a  shining  pillar. 
And  a  certain  monk  saw  some  souls  roasted  upon  spits  like 
{Hgs,  and  some  devils  basting  them  ^ith  scalding  lard;  but 
a  while  after,  they  were  carried  to  a  cool  place,  and  so  proved 
purgatory.     But  bishop  Theobald,  standing  upon  a  piece 
of  ice  to  cool  his  feet,  Was  nearer  purgatory  ihan  he  was 
aware,  and  was  convinced  of  it,  when  he  heard  a  poor  soul 
teUing    him,  that    imder  that  ice  he  was  tormented:   and 
that  he  should  be  delivered,  if  for  thirty  days  continual, 
he  would  say  for  him  thirty  masses:  and  some  such  thing 
was  seen  by  Conrade  and  Udalric  in  a  pool  of  water  ^r  for 
the  place  of  purgatcxry  was  not  yet  resolved  on,  till  St*  Pa* 
trick  had  the  key  of  it  delivered  to  him  t  which  when  one 
Nicholas  borrowed   of  him,   he  Saw    as    strange  and   true 
things  there,  a&  ever  Virgil  ^^eamed  of  in  his  purgatory, 
or  Cicero,  in  his  dream  of  Scipio ;  or  Plato,  in  his  Gor^as, 
or  Phsedo,  who  indeed  are    the  surest  authors    to    prove 
purgatory.     But   because   to  preach  false  stories  was  for- 
bidden by  the  council  of  Trent,  there  are  yet  remaining 
more  certain  arguments,  even  revelations  made  by  angels, 
and  the  testimony  of  St*  Odilio  himself,  who  heard  the  devil 
complain   (and  he  had  great  reason  surely)  that  the  souls 
of  dead  men  were  daily  snatched  out  of  his  hands,  by  the 
alms  and  prayers  of  the  living ;  and  the  sister  of  St.  Damianus 
being   too  much  pleased  with  hearing  of  a  piper,  told  her 
brother,  that  she  was  to  be  tormented  for  fifteen  days  in^ 

We  do  not  think,  that  the  wise  men  in  the  church  of 
Borne  believe  these  narratives ;  for  if  they  did,  they  were 
not  wise;  but;  thi^  we  know,  that  by  such  stories,  the  people 
were  brought  into  a  belidf  of  it ;  and  having  served  their 

^  Haec  descripsiinu9,  ut  tamen  In  lis  nulla  velut  canonica  coostituatur 
autoritas.  lib.  de  8.  queest.  Dulcitii.  c.  1.  Dist.  3.  exem.  4.  Exempl.  60.  Histor. 
Lomb. 

P*  Legead.  185. 
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turn  of  thetn,  the  master-builders  used  them  as  false  arches 
and  centries,  taking  them  away  when  the  parts  of  the  building 
were  made  firm  and  stable  by  authority.  But  even  the  better 
sort  of  them  do  believe  them ;  or  else  they  do  worse,  for  they 
urge  and  cite  the  dialogues  of  St.  Gregory,  the  oration  of 
St*  John  Damascen  *  de  Defunctis,^  the  sermons  of  St.  Austin 
iipon  the  feast  of  the  commemoration  of  All-souls  (which  never- 
theless was  instituted  after  St.  Austin^s  death);  and  divers 
other  citations,  which  the  Greeks  in  their  apology  call  Aia^- 
9ofis  xal  TsacpiuSciKois  aI^Eri^ovra;v,  *  the  holds  and  the  castles, 
the  corruptions  and  insinuations  of  heretical  persons.^  But  in 
this  they  are  the  less  to  be  blamed,  because  better  arguments 
than  they  have,  no  men  are  tied  to  make  use  of. 

But  against  this  way  of  proceeding,  we  think  fit  to  admo^ 
nish  the  people  of  our  charges,  that,  besides  that  the  Scrip- 
tures expressly  forbid  us  to  inquire  of  the  dead  for  truth*; 
the  holy  doctors  of  the  church,  particularly,  Tertullian,  St. 
Athanasius,  St.  Chrysostom,  Isidor,  and  Theophylact,  deny 
that  the  souls  of  the  dead  ever  do,  appear ;  and  bring  many 
reasons  to  prove,  that  it  is  unfitting  they  should;  saying, 
if  they  did,  it  would  be  the  cause  of  many  errors ;  and  the 
devils  under  that  pretence,  might  easily  abuse  the  world 
with  notices  and  revelations  of  their  own:  and  because 
Christ  would  have  us  content  with  Moses  and  the  prophets, 
and  especially,  to  *  hear  that  prophet,  whom  the  Lord  our  God 
bath  raised  up'  amongst  us,  our  blessed  Jesus,  who  never 
taught  any  such  doctrine  to  his  church. 

But,  because  we  are  now  representing  the  novelty  of  this 
doctrine,  and  proving,  that  anciently  it  was  not  the  doctrine  of 
the  church,  nor  at  all  esteemed  a  matter  of  faith,,  whether 
there  was  or  was  not  any  such  |dace  or  state,  we  add  this,  that 
the  Greek  church  did  always  dissent  from  the  Latins  in  this 
particular,  since  they  had  forged  this  new  doctrine  in  the  labo-. 
riEitories  of  Bx)me ;  and  in  the  council  of  Basil,  published  an 
apology,  directly  disapproving  the  Roman  doctrine  of  purga- 
tory.  How,  afterwards,  they  were  pressed  in  the  council  of 
Florence,  by  Pope  Eugenius,  and  by  their  necessity,  how  un- 
willingly they  consented;  how  ambiguously  they  answered; 
how  they  protested  against  having  that  half-consent  put  into 

*»  Deut.  xviii.  11,  &c.  Isai.  viii.  19.  Vide  Maldonat.  in  xvi.  cap.  S.  Lucse,  "" 
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the  instrument  of  union ;  how  they  were  yet  constrained  to  it 
by  their  chiefs,  being  obnoxious  to  the  pope  ;  how  awhile  after, 
they  dissolved  that  union,  and  to  this  day  refuse  to  own  this 
doctrine ; — are  things  so  notoriously  known,  that  they  need  no 
further  declaration. 

We  add  this  only,  to  make  the  conviction  more  manifest : 
we  have  thought  fit  to  annex  some  few,  but  very  clear  testi- 
monies of  antiquity,  expressly  destroying  the  new  doctrine 
of  purgatory.  St.  Cyprian  saith%  ^*  Quando  istinc  excessum 
fuerit,  nullus  jam  locus  poenitentiae  est,  nullus  satisSeictionis 
effectus  {"  '^  When  we  are  gone  from  hence,  there  is  no 
place  left  for  |  repentance,  and  no  effect  of  satisfaction.'*'  St^ 
Dionysius*  calls  the  extremity  of  death,  riKos  Upw-i  ayejvwv^ 
"  The  end  of  all  our  agonies  ;*"  and  affirms,  "  That  the  holy 
men  of  Grod  rest  in  joy,  and  in  never-failing  hopes,  and  are 
come  to  the  end  of  their  holy  combats.^ — St.  Justin  Martyr 
affirmst,  ^^  That  when  the  soul  is  departed  from  the  body, 
tvBi/s  yivsratf  <  presently  there  is^  a  separation  made  of  the  just 
and  unjust :  the  unjust  are,  by  angels,  borne  into  places  which 
they  have  deserved ;  but  the  souls  of  the  just  into  Paradise, 
where  they  have  the  conversation  of  angels  and  archangels.*'-— 
St.  Ambrose  saith^,  "  That  death  is  a  haven  of  rest,  and 
makes  not  our  condition  worse;  but,  according  as  it  finds 
every  man,  so  it  reserves  him  to  the  judgment  that  is  to 
come."  The  same  is  affirmed  by  St.  Hilary*,  St.  Macariuss^, 
and  divers  others ;  they  speak  but  of  two  states  after  dei^h^ 
of  the  just  and  the  unjust:  these  are  placed  in  horrible 
regions,  reserved  to  the  judgment  of  the  great  day;  the 
other  have  their  souls  carried  by  choirs  of  angels  into  places 
of  rest.  St.  Gregory  Nazianzen  expressly  affirms*,  "  That 
after  this  life  there  is  no  purgation." — "  For  after  Christ's 
ascension  into  Heaven,  the  souls  of  all  saints  are  with  Christ,^ 
saith  Gennadius*;  and  going  from  the  body,  they  go  to 
Christy  expecting  the  resurrection  of  their  body,  with  it  to 
pass  into  the  perfection  of  perpetual  bliss ;  and  this  he  delivers 


'  Ad  Demetrian.  sect.  16.  ■  Eccles  Hier.  c.  7. 

^  Qusest.  et  Respons.  ad  Orthod.qu.  5.  Justino  imputat. 

«  De  bono  mortis^  c.  4.  'f  lo  PsaJ.  2.  yHoiniU22. 

»  Oiat.  5.  in  Plagam  grandinis  et  orat.  42.  in  Pascha.  de  Eccles.  dogmat.  c.  79. 

«  In  Eccles.  c.  U, 
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as  the  doctrine  of  the  catholic  church:*— "In  what  place 
soever  a  man  is  taken  at  his  deaths  of  light  or  darkness,  ci 
vickednesB  or  virtue^  av  Udvof  (jlIvu  rS>  /^adfb&xAi  rifyi^  ^  in  the 
same  order,  and  in  the  same  degree;^  either  in  light  idth 
the  just,  and  with  Christ,  the  great  king;  or  in  dark- 
ness with  the  unjust,  and  with  the  prince  of  darkness/*  said 
Olympiodorus.  And,  lastly,  we  recite  the  words  of  St.  Lico^, 
one  of  the  popes  of  Rome,  speaking  of  the  penitents  who 
had  not  performed  all  theii*  penances;  but  if.  any  one  of 
them,  for  whom  we  pray  unto  the  Lord,  bdng  interrupted 
by  any  obstacles,  falls  from  the  gift  of  the  present  indu^-^ 
ence  (viz.  ecclesiastical  absotuHon),  and,  before  he  arrive  at 
the  appointed  remedies  (that  is,  before  he  hath  performed  his 
penances  or  satisfactions)^  ends  his  temporal  life,  that  which 
remaining  in  the  body  he  hath  not  received,  when  he  is  di. 
vested  of  his  body,  he  cannot  obtain.^  He  knew  not  of 
the  new  devices  of  paying  in  purgatory,  what  they  paid  not 
here ;  and  of  being  deansed  there,  who  were  not  clean  here : 
and  how  these  words,  or  any  of  the  precedent,  are  recondleable 
with  the  doctrines  of  purgatory,  hath  not  yet  entered  into  our 
imagination. 

To  conclude  this  particular,  we  complain  greatly,  that 
this  doctrine,  which,  in  all  the  parts  of  it,  is  uncertain,  and 
in  the  late  additions  to  it  in  Rome  is  certainly  false,  is  yet, 
with  all  the  faults  of  it,  passed  into  an  article  of  faith  by 
the  council  of  Trent.  But,  besides  what  hath  heea  said, 
it  will  be  more  than  sufficient  to  oppose  against  it  these 
clearest  words  of  Scripture,  "  Blessed  are  the  dead  which 
die  in  the  Lord,  from  henceforth ;  even  so  saith  the  Spirit ; 
that  they  may  rest  from  their  labours®."  If  all  the  dead 
that  die  in  Christ,  be  at  rest,  and  are  in  no  more  affliction 
or  labours ;  then  the  doctrine  of  the  horrible  pains  of  purga- 
tory is  as  false  as  it  is  uncomfortable.  To  these  words  we  add 
the  saying  of  Christ,  and  we  rely  upon  it ;  *«  He  that  h^areth 
my  word,  and  believeth  on  him  that  sent  me,  hath  eternal 
life,  and  cometh  not  into  judgment,  but  passeth  from  death 
unto  life'^.'*  If  so,  then  not  into  the  judgment  of  purgatory: 
if  the  servant  of  Christ  passeth  from  death  to  life,  then 
not  fjPDitt  death  to  the  terminable  pains  of  a  part  of  hell. 

•»  Epist.  59.  c  Rev.  xiv.  13.  d  John,  v.  24. 
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They  that  have  eternal  life,  suffer  no  intermedial  punishment, 
judgment,  or  condemnation  after  death;  fat  death  and  life 
are  the  whole  progression,  according  to  the  doctrine  of  Christ: 
and  Him  we  choose  to  follow. 


SECTION  V. 

The  doctrine  of  transubstantiation  is  so  far  &om  being 
primitive  and  apostolic,  that  we  know  the  very  time  it  began 
to  be  owned  publicly  for  an  opinion,  and  the  very  council  in 
which  it  was  said  to  be  passed  into  a  public  doctrine,  and  by 
what  arts  it  was  promoted,  and  by  what  persons  it  was  intro- 
duced. 

For  all  the  world  knows,  that  by  their  own  parties,  by 
Scotus  %  Ocham  ^,  Briel  %  Fisher,  bishop  of  Rochester  **,  and 
divers  others,  whom  Bellarmine  calls  ^  most  learned  and  most 
acute  men*,'  it  was  declared,  that  the  doctrine  of  transub* 
stantiation  is  not  expressed  in  the  canon  of  the  Bible ;  that 
in  the  Scriptures  there  is  no  place  so  express,  as  (without 
the  churches  declaration)  to  compel  us  to  admit  of  transub- 
stantiation, and,  therefore,  at  least,  it  is  to  be  suspected 
of  novelty.  But  further,  we  know  it  was  but  a  disputable 
question  in  the  ninth  and  tenth  ages  after  Christ;  that  it 
was  not  pretended  to  be  an  article  of  faith,  till  the  Lateran 
council  in  the  time  of  pope  Innocent  III.,  one  thousand 
two  hundred  years,  and  more,  after  Christ ;  that  since  that 
pretended  determination*,  divers  of  the  chiefest  teachers  of 
their  own  side  have  been  no  more  satisfied  of  the  ground 
of  it,  than  they  were  before ;  but  still  have  publicly  affirmed, 
that  the  article  is  not  expressed  in  Scripture;  particularly, 
Johannes  de  Bassolis,  cardinal  Cajetan  s  and  Melchior  Camus**, 
besides  those  above  reckoned ;  and,  therefore,  if  it  was  not 

a  In  4  lib.  sent.  d.  1 1.  q.  S.  ^  Ibid.  q.  0. 

c  Lect.  40.  in  can.  missaB.  ^  Cap.  1.  contt.  Gaptiv.  Babyl.. 

^  De  Euchar.  lib.  iii.  cap.  23.  sect.  Secundo  dicit. 

^  Ventre  turn  quidem  multi  in  consultationem,  nee  decern!  tamen  quic  • 
quam  apert^  potoit.     Platina  in  vita  Innocen.  III. 
8  Apud  Suar.  Tom.  8.  disp.  46.  sect.  3. 
b  XJoc.  com.  lib.  ii.  c.  com.  fund.  2. 
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expressed  in  Scripture,  it  will  be  too  clear,  that  they  xoade 
their  articles  of  their  own  heads  :  for  they  could  not  declare 
it  to  be  there,  if  it  was  not ;  and  if  it  was  there  but  obscurely, 
then  it  ought  to  be  taught  accordingly ;  and,  at  mo^t,  it  could 
be  but  a  probable  doctrine,  and  not  certain  as  an  article  of 
faith.  But  that  we  may  put  it  past  argument  and  probability, 
it  is  certain,  that  as  the  doctrine  was  not  taught  in  Scrip- 
ture expressly :  so  it  was  not  at  all  taught  as  a  catholic  doc- 
trine, or  an  article  of  the  faith  by  the  primitive  ages  of  the 
church. 

Now  for  this,  we  need  no  proof  but  the  confession  and 
acknowledgment  of  the  greatest  doctors  of  the  church  of 
Rome.  Scotus  says,  that  before  the  Lateran  council,  tran- 
substantiation  was  not  an  article  of  faith,  as  Bellarmine^ 
confesses;  and  Henriquez  affirms,  that  Scotus  says^  it  was 
not  ancient ;  insomuch  that  Bellarmine  accuses  him  of  igno- 
rance, saying,  he  talked  at  that  rate,  because  he  had  not 
read  the  Roman  council,  under  pope  Gregory  the  seventh, 
nor  that  consent  of  fathers  which  (to  so  little  purpose)  he 
had  heaped  together.  "  Rem  transubstantiationis  patres 
ne  attigisse  quidem,**'  said  some  of  the  English  Jesuits  in 
prison  ^ :  *'  The  fathers  have  not  so  much  as  touched  or 
meddled  with  the  matter  of  transubstantiation  ;***  and  in  Peter 
Lombard'^s  time,  it  was  so  far  from  being  an  article  of  faith, 
or  a  catholic  doctrine,  that  they  did  not  know  whether  it 
were  true  or  no :  and  after  he  had  collected  the  sentences  of 
the  fathers  in  that  article,  he  confessed,  he  could  not  tell 
whether  there  was  any  substantial  change  or  no.  His  words ' 
are  these :  **  If  it  be  inquired  what  kind  of  conversion  it  is,, 
whether  it  be  formal  or  substantial,  or  of  another  kind  ?  I 
am  not  able  to  define  it :  only  I  know  that  it  is  not  formal, 
because  the  same  accidents  remain,  the  same  colour  and 
taste.  To  some  it  seems  to  be  substantial,  saying,  that  so 
the  substance  is  changed  into  the  substance,  that  it  is  done 
essentially.  To  which  the  former  authorities  seem  to  con- 
sent. But  to  this  sentence  others  oppose  these  things;  if 
the  substance  of  bread  and  wine  be  substantially  converted 
into  the  body  and  blood  of  Christ,  then  every  day  some 

i  Lib.  iii.  de  Euch.  c.  23.  sect.  Unam  tamen.  Sum.  lib.  viii.  c.  20. 
k  DiscuiB.  modesU  p.  13.  1  |^ib.  iv.  sent.  dist.  11.  lit.  a. 
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substaiK^e'  is  made  the  body  or  blood  of  Christ,  which 
before  was  not  the  body ;  and  to-day  something  is  Christ^s 
body,  which  yesterday  was  not ;  and  every  day  Christ^s  body 
is  increased,  and  is  made  of  such  matter  of  which  it  was  not 
made  in  the  conception  i*^  these  are  his  words,  which  we 
have  remarked,  not  only  for  the  argument's  sake  (though 
it  be  unanswerable),  but  to  give  a  plain  demonstration  that 
in  his  time  this  doctrine  was  new,  not  the  doctrine  of  the 
church ;  and  this  was  written  but  about  fifty  m  years  before  it 
was  said  to  be  decreed  in  the  Laterann  council,  and  therefore 
it  made  haste,  in  so  short  time,  to  pass  from  a  disputable 
opinion  to  an  article  of  faith.  But  even  after  the  council, 
Durandus^  as  good  a  catholic,  and  as  famous  a  doctor  as 
any  was  in  the  church  of  Rome,  publicly  maintained,  that 
even  after  consecration,  the  very  matter  of  bread  remained  ^ : 
and  although  he  says,  that  by  reason  of  the  authority  of 
the  church,  it  is  not  to  be  held :  yet  it  is  not  only  possible 
it  should  be  so,  but  it  implies  no  contradiction  that  it  should 
be  ChristV  body,  and  yet  the  matter  of  bread  remain :  and 
if  this  might  be  admitted,  it  would  salve  many  difficulties, 
which  arise  from  sajdng  that  the  substance  of  bread  does 
not  remain.  But  here,  his  reason  was  overcome  by  autho* 
rity,  and  he  durst  not  affirm  that  of  which  alone  he  was  able 
to  give  (as  he  thought)  a  reasonable  account.  But  by  this  it 
appears,  that  the  opinion  was  but  then  in  the  forge,  and 
by  all  their  understanding  they  could  never  accord  it ;  but 
still  the  questions  were  uncertain,  according  to  that  old 
distich ; 

Corpore  de  Christi  lis  est^  de  sanguine  lis  est^ 
Deque  modo  Us  est,  non  habituia  modum. 

And  the  opinion  was  not  determined  in  the  Lateran, 
as  it  is  now  held  at  Rome ;  but  is  also  plain,  that  it  is  a 
stranger  to  antiquity.  "  De  transubstantiatione  panis  in 
corpus  Christi  rara  est  in  antiquis  scriptoribus  mentio,^^  said 
Alphonsus  k  Castro  ^ :  ^^  There  is  seldom  mention  made  in 
the  ancient   writers,    of  transubstantiating    the    bread    into 

n>  A.D.  1160.  «  A.D.  1215. 

**  A.  D.  1270,  secund.  Buchol.  sod  secundum  Volaterranum  1S35. 
P  In  lib.  iv.  sent.  dist.  11.  qu.  1.  sect.  Propter  tertium. 
9  De  Hseres.  lib.  viii.  Verbo  Indulgentia. 
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Christ's  body." — We  know  the  modesty  and  interest  of  the 
man ;  he  would  not  have  said  it  had  been  *  seldom/  if  he 
QQuld  have  found  it  in  any  reasonable  degree  warranted; 
he  might  have  said  and  justified  it,  ^  There  was  no  mention 
at  air  of  this  article  in  the  primitive  church:  and,  that  it 
was  a  m^e  stranger  to  antiquity,  will  not  be  daaied  by  any 
sober  person,  who  considers.  That  it  was  with  ao  much 
uneasiness  entertained,  even  in  the  corruptest  and  most  dege* 
nerous  times,  and  argued  and  unsettled  ahnost  1800  years 
after  Christ. 

And  that  it  was  so,  will  but  too  evidently  aj^pear  by  thai 
stating  and  resolution  of  this  question,  whidi  we  find  in  the 
canon  law.  For  Berengarius^  was,  by  pope  Nicolas,  com* 
manded  to  recant  his  error  in  these  wcxda,  and  to  affirm, 
*'  Verum  corpus  et  sanguinem  Dcmiini  nostri  Jesu  Christi 
sensualiter,  non  solilm  in  sacramento,  sed  in  veritate,  manibus 
saoerdotum  traotari,  frangi,  et  fidelium  dentibus  atteri:^^ 
^^  That  the  true  body  and  blood  of  our  Lord  Jesus  Christ 
sensually,  not  only  in  sacrament,  but  in  truth,  is  handled 
by  the  priests  hands,  and  brok^i  and  grinded  by  the  teeth 
of  the  faithful."---Now  although  this  was  publicly  read  at 
Bome,  before  an  hundred  and  fourteen  bishops,  and  by  the 
pope  sent  up  and  down  the  churches  of  Italy,  France,  and 
Germany,  yet  at  this  day  it  is  renounced  by  the  church  of 
BcHne,  and  ^  unless  it  be  well  expounded,'  says  the  Gloss, 
^  will  lead  into  a  heresy,  greater  than  what  B«?engarius  was 
commanded  to  renounce  T  and  no  interpretation  can  make  it 
tolerable,  but  such  an  one,  as  is  in  another  place  erf  the 
canon  law,  "  Statuimus,"  i.  e.  *^  Abrogamus  ;'*  nothing  but  a 
plain  denying  it  in  the  sense  of  pope  Nicolas.  But  however 
this  may  be,  it  is  plain  they  understood  it  not,  as  it  is  now 
decreed^  But  as  it  happened  to  the  Pelagians  in  the  b^n- 
ing  of  their  heresy,  they  spake  rudely,  ignorantly,  and  easily 
to  be  reproved;  but  being  ashamed  and  disputed  into  a  more 
sober  understanding  of  dieir  hypothesis,  spake  more  warily, 
but  yet  difierently  from  what  they  said  at  first ;  so  it  was  and 
is  in  this  question;  at  first  they  understood  it  not;  it  was 
too  unreasonable  in  any  tolerable  sense,  to  make  any  thing  of 
it ;  but  experience  and  necessity  hath  brought  it  to  what  it  is. 

r  Cap.  Ego  Berengarius  de  Conseciat.  diet.  2. 
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But  that  this  doctrine  was  not  the  doctrine  of  the  first 
and  best  ages  of  the  chureh^  these  following  testimonies 
do  make  evident,  The  words  of  TertulUan'  are  these;  «'  The 
breftd  being  taken  and  distributed  to  his  disdples,  Christ 
made  it  his  body^  saying,  this  is  my  body,  that  is,  the  figure 
of  my  body." 

The  same  is  f^Brmed  by  Justin  Martyr  t;  the  bread  of 
the  eucharist  ww  *^  a  figure,  which  Christ  the  Lord  com-* 
mand^d  to  do  in  rememhranee  of  his  passion.^-^Origen^ 
calls  the  bread  and  th^  chalice,  <^  Th^  images  of  the  body 
and  blood  of  Chrirt  ;'^  and  «gaiB,  ^^  That  bread  which  is 
sanctified  by  the  word  of  God,  so  jEgu*  as  belongs  to  the 
matter  or  substance  of  it,  goes  into  the^  belly,  and  is  cast 
away  in  th^  seeession^^  or  separation;  which  to  aflirm  of 
the  natural  or  glcmfied  body  of  Christ,  were  greatly  blas- 
phemous^ andj  therefore,  the  body  of  Christ  which  the 
communicants  re^seive,  is  not  the  body  in  a  natural  sense, 
hut  iq  a  spiritual^  which  is  not  capable  of  any  such  accident, 
as  the  elements  are. 

£usehdu4  *  5aya>  That  "  Christ  gave  to  his  disciples  the 
symboki  of  Divine  economy,  commanding  the  image  and 
type  of  his  own  body  to  be  made :'' — ^Andy  that  **  the  apostle 
received  a  command  according  to  the  constitution  of  the 
New  Testament,  to  make  a  memory  of  this  sacrifice  upon  the 
taUe  by  the  symbols  of  his  body  and  healthful  blood  ."^^ 

St,  Mftcarius^  says.  That  "  in  the  church  is  offered  bread 
and  wine,  the  aiititype  of  his  flesh  and  of  his  blood,  and  they 
that  partake  of  the  bread  that  appears,  do  spiritually  eat  the 
flesh  of  Christ/'  By  which  words  the  sense  of  the  above 
cited  fathers  is  explicated.  For  when  they  afiirm,  that  in  this 
sacrament  is  ofiejred  the  figure,  the  image,  the  antitype  of 
Christ's  body  and  blood,  although  they  speak  perfectly 
againsit  transubstantiation,  jet  they  do  not  deny  the  real  and 
spiritual  presence  of  Christ's  body  and  blood ;  which  we  all 
believe  as  certainly,  as  that  it  is  not  transubstantiated  or  pre- 
sent in  a  qatviral  and  carnal  manner. 

The  same   thing  is   also  fuUy  explicated    by    tlie    good 

8  Adver. .Marcion.  lib.  iv,  c.  40.  t  Contr.  Tiyph.  Jud« 

«  In  dialog,  cont.   MarcioB.  coUectU  ex  Maximo^  tempore  Commodi  et 
Severi  Imp.  in  Mai,  L 

X  Demoost.  fiyting.  Ub.U  q.  I.  y  Et  cap.  .uU.  ^  Homil.  ST. 
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St.  Ephrema;  "  The  body  of  Christ,  received  by  the  faithful, 
departs  not  from  his  sensible  substance,  and  is  undivided 
from  a  spiritual  grace.  For  even  baptism  being  wholly  made 
spiritual,  and  being  that  which  is  the  same,  and  proper,  of  the 
sensible  substance,  I  mean,  of  water,  saves,  and  that  which  is 
bom,  doth  not  perish." 

St.  Gregory  Nazianzen**  spake  so  expressly  in  this  question, 
as  if  he  had  undertaken  on  purpose  to  confute  the  article  of 
Trent.  "  Now  we  shall  be  partakers  of  the  paschal  supper, 
but  still  in  figure,  though  more  dear  than  in  the  old  law.  Fcnr 
the  legal  passover  (I  will  not  be  afraid  to  speak  it)  was  a  more 
obscure  figure  of  a  figure." 

St.  Chrysostom*^  affirms  dogmatically,  "  That  before  the 
bread  is  sanctified,  we  name  it  bread ;  but  the  Divine  grace 
sanctifying  it  by  the  means  of  the  priest,  it  is  freed  from 
the  name  of  bread,  but  it  is  esteemed  worthy  to  be  called  the 
Lord^s  body,  although  the  nature  of  bread  remains  in  it." 
And  again: . "  As  thou  eatest  the  body  of  the  Lord ;  so  they 
(the  faithful  in  the  Old  Testament)  did  eat  manna :  as  thou 
drinkest  blood,  so  they  the  water  of  the  rock.  For  though 
the  things  which  are  made,  be  sensible,  yet  they  are  given 
spiritually,  not  according  to  the  consequence  of  nature,  but 
according  to  the  grace  of  a  gift ;  and  with  the  body  they  also 
nourish  the  soul,  leading  unto  faith**." 

To  these  very  many  more  might  be  added;  but  instead 
of  them,  the  words  of  St.  Austin  may  suffice,  as  being  an 
evident  conviction  what  was  the  doctrine  of  the  primitive 
church  in  this  question.  This  great  doctor®  brings  in  Christ 
thus  speaking  as  to  his  disciples :  ^^  You  are  not  to  eat  this 
body  which  you  see,  or  to  drink  that  blood  which  my 
crucifiers  shall  pour  forth:  I  have  commended  to  you  a 
sacrament,  which,  being  spiritually  understood,  shall  quicken 
you:"  and  again *^;  *'  Christ  brought  them  to  a  banquet,  in 
which  he  commended  to  his  disciples  the  figure  of  his  body 
and  blood.  For  he  did  not  doubt  to  say,  '  This  is  my  body,^ 
when  he  gave  the  sign  of  his  body:"  and^,  "  That  which  by 

« 

»  De  sacris  Antioch.  legibus  apud  Photiam,  lib.  i  c.  S29. 
b  Orat.  8.  in  Pasch. 

c  Ep,  ad  Cses.  cont.  hseres.  Apollinarii^  cit.  per  Damascen.  et  per  collect, 
senten.  Patram  cont.  Severianos^  edit,  p^i  Turrianum. 
<*  Homil.  2S.  in  1  Cor.  «ln  Psal.  xcviii. 

'Cost.  Adimantium^  c.  ]2.  ^  Lib.  Xa  cont.  Faust.  Manich. 
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all  men  is  called  a  sacrifice,  is  the  sign  of  the  true  sacrifice,  in 
which  the  flesh  of  Christ,  after  his  assumption^  is  celebrated  by 
the  sacrament  of  remembrances.  * 

But,  in  this  particular,  the  canon  law**  itself,  and  the 
Master  of  the  Sentences,  are  the  best  witnesses;  in  both  which 
cdilection  there  are  divers  testimonies  brought,  especially 
from  St;  Ambrose  and  St.  Austin,  which  whosoever  cab  re^ 
ooncile  with  the  doctrine  of  transubstantiation,  may  easily 
put  the  hyena  and  a  dog,  a  pigeon  and  a  kite,  into  couples^ 
and  make  fire  and  water  enter  into  natural  and  eternal 
fnendfihips.  ... 

Theodoret  and  Pc^  Grelasius  speak  more  emphatically, 
even  to  the  nature  of  things,  and  the  very  philosophy  of  this 
question.  *^  Christ  honoured  the  symbols  and  the  signs,^ 
saith  Theodoret  \  "  which  are  seen,  with  the  title  of  his  body 
and  blood,  not  changing  the  nature,  but  to  pature  adding 
grace.^  /  <(  For  neither  ^  do  the  mystical  signs  recede  from 
their  nature ;  for.  they  abide  in  their  proper  substance,  figure, 
and  form,  and  may  be  seen  and  touched,^  &c.  And  for  a 
testimony  that  shall  be  esteemed  infallible,  we  allege  the 
words  of  Pope  Gelasius  ^ ;  ^'  Truly  the  sacraments  of  the 
body  and  blood  of  Christ,  which  we  receive,  are  a  Divine 
thing;  for  that  by  tliem  we  are  made  partakers  of  the  Divine 
nature ;  and  yet  it  ceases  not  to  be  the  substance  or  nature 
of  bread  and  wine.  -  And  truly  an  image  and  similitude  oi 
the  body  and  blood  of  Christ  are  celebrated  in  the  action  of 
the  mysteries  "*.'" 

Now«  from  these  premises  we  are  not  desirous  to  infer 
any  odious  consequences  in  reproof  of  the  Roman  churchy 
but  we  think  it  our  duty  to  give  our  own  people  caution  and 
admonition;  1.  That  they  be  not  abused  by  the  rhetorical 
words  and  .  high  expressions,  alleged  out  of  the  fathers, 
calling  the  sacrament,  ^  The  body  or  the  flesh  of  Christ.** 
For  we  all  believe  it  is  so,  and  rejoice  in  it.  But  the  ques- 
tion   is, — After   what   manner   it   is  so;   whether  after  the 

l>  De  Consecrat.  dist.  2.  cap.  Qui  mandacant :  et  cap.  Prima  quidem  :  et 
cap.  Non  hoc  corpus ;  et  cap.  Ut  quid  paras.  Sentent.  lib.  iv.  dist.  11. 

'  Dialog,  i.  c.  8.  ^  Dial.  ii.  c.  24. 

1  De  duabus  Naturis  contra  Eutych,  et  Nestor. 

"  Videtur  Pichorellus  in  Dissert,  de  Missa  et  Bspositione  veiborum  instit- 
utioniscQSDse  Domini, 
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manner  oi  the  flesh,  or  after  the  manner  of  spiritual  graoe, 
and  sacramental  consequence?  We,  with  the  holy  Scrip- 
tures and  the  primitive  fathers^^  affirm  the  latter.  The  chiurc^ 
of  Rome,  against  the  words  of  Scripture^  and  the  explication 
of  Christ  ^^9  and  the  doctrine  of  the  primitive  church,  afiSna 
«  the  former.  2.  That  they  be  careful  not  to  admit  sudi  docr 
trines  under  a  pretence  of  being  ancient;  since,  although 
the  Roman  error  hath  been  too  long  admitted,  and  is  ancient 
in  respect  of  our  days,  yet  it  is  ^n  innovation  in  Christianity^ 
and  brought  in  by  ignorance,  power,  and  superstitioui  very 
many  ages  after  Christ.  3.  We  exhort  them^,  that  they 
j^em&nhet  the  words  of  Christ,  when  he  explicates  the  doc- 
trine of  *  giving  us  his  flesh  for  meat,  and  his  blood  for  drinks' 
that  he  tells  us  <  The  flesh  profiteth  nothing,  but  the  words 
which  he  speaks,  are  spirit,  and  they  are  life/. 

4.  That  if  those  ancient  and  primitive  doctors,  aboT« 
cited,  say  true,  and  that  the  symbols  still  remain  thq  same 
in  their  natural  substance  and  properties^  even  after  they 
are  blessed,  and  when  they  are  received,  and  th^t  Christ's 
body  and  blood  are  only  present  to  faith  and  to  the  s[nrit^ 
that  then  whoever  tempts  them  to  ^ve  Divine  honour  te 
these  symbols  or  elements  (as  the  church  of  Bcune  does), 
tempts  them  to  give  to  a  creature  the  due  and  incommuni^ 
caUe  propriety  of  Grod ;  and  that  then  this  evil  psfises  further 
than  an  error  in  the  imdesrstanding ;  for  it  carries  thepa  to  # 
.dangerous  practice,  which  cannot  reasonably  be  excused  from 
the  crime  of  idolatry.  To  conclude : — 
'  This  matter,  of  itself,  is  an  error  so  prodigiously  great 
<and  dangerous,  that  we  need  not  tell  of  the  horrid  and  bias* 
phemous  questions,  which  are  sometimes  handled  by  them 
concerning  this  Divine  mystery.  As  if  a  priest  going  by  a 
baker^s  shop,  and  saying  with  intmtion,  ^  Hoc  est  corpus 
meum,^  whether  all  the  baker^s  bread  be  turned  into  the 
body  of  Christ?  Whether  a  churdi-mouse  does  eat  her 
Maker?  Whether  a  man,  by  eating  the  consecrated  fi^ynibols, 
does  break  his  fast  ?  For  if  it  be  not  bread  and  wine,  he 
does  not :  and  if  it  be  Chrisf  s  body  and  blood  naturally  and 
properly,  it  is  not  bread  and  wine.  Whether  it  may  be  said, 
the  priest  is,  in  some  sense,  the  creator  of  God  himself? 

«  John^  vi.  63.  o  Ubi  supra* 
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Wh^er  his  power  h$  greater  than  the  power  of  apgek  and 
W^bangi^^  ?  For  that  it  is  i^,  ici  expressly  affirmed  by  Cass^ 
nsBus'*.  Whether  (as  a  Bohemian  priest  said)  that  a  <  priest 
befcMfQ  h|9  said  his  first  mai^s,  be  the  Son  of  God,  but  after- 
ward he  is  the  father  of  God  and  the  creator  of  his  body  ?* 
But  against  this  blasphemy,  a  book  was  written  by  John 
Huss,  about  the  dme  of-  the  goubgU  of  Constance.  But 
these  things  are  too  bad,  and  therefore  we  love  not  to  rake 
in  so  filthy  channels,  but  give  only  a  general  warning  to  all 
our  charges,  to  takp  heed  of  such  persons,  who,  from  the 
proper  ponsequepces  of  their  articles,  grow  too  bold  and 
extragav^t;  and,  of  such  doctrines  from  whence  thefHb  and 
tdany  other  evil  propositions,  opuX/«i  Ko^wif  frequentiy  do  issue. 
Aa  the  tree  is,  such  must  be  the  fruit.  But  we  hope  it  may 
be  sufficient  to  say,  1.  That  what  the  church  of  Rome  teaches 
of  transubstantiation^  is  absolutely  in^possible,  and  implies 
contradictions  very  many;  to  the  belief  of  which  no  ftdth 
can  oblige  us,  and  no  reason  can  endure.  For  Christ^i  body 
being  in  heaven,  glorious,  spiritual)  and  impassible,  cannot 
be  broken.  And  since  by  the  Roman  doctrine  nothing  is 
broken  but  that  which  cannot  be  broken,  that  is,  the  colour, 
the  taste,  and  other  accidents  of  the  elements :  yet  if  they 
could  be  broken,  since  the  accidents  of  bread  and  wine  are 
npt  the  substance  of  Christ^s  body  and  blood;  it  is  certain 
that,  on  the  altar,  Christ^s  body  naturally  and  properly  cannot 
be  broken.  And^  2.  Since  they  say,  that  every  consecrated 
wafer  is  Chrisf  s  whole  body,  and  yet  this  wafer  is  not  that 
wafer ;  therefore  either  this  or  that  is  not  Christ's  body,  or 
else  Christ  hath  two  bodies,  for  there  are  twp  wafers.  But, 
8.  when  Christ  instituted  the  sacrament,  and  said,  <  This  is 
my  body,  which  is  broken;'  because,  at  that  time,  Christ's 
body  was  not  broken  naturally  and  properly,  the  very  words 
of  institution  do  force  us  to  understand  the  sacrament  in  a 
sense  not  natural,  but  spiritual,  that  is,  truly  sacramental. 
4.  And  all  this  is  besides  the  plain  demonstrations  of  sense, 
which  tells  us,  it  is  bread  and  it  is  wine  naturally  as  much 
after  as  before  consecration.  And  after  all,  5.  the  natural 
sense  is  such,  as  our  blessed  Saviour  reproved  in  the  men  of 
Capemauip^  and  called  them  to  spiritual  understanding ;  the 

Gloria  Mapdi  4.  n.  6. 
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natural  sense  being  not  only  unreasonable  and  iiapomSbie  i 
but  also  to  no  purpose  of  the  spirit,  or  any  ways  perfective 
of  the  soul;    as  hath  been  clearly  demonstrated   by  many 
learned  men,  against  the  fond  hypothesis  of  the  church  of 
Rome  in  this  article. 


SECTION  VI. 

Our  next  instance  of  the  novelty  of  the  Roman  religioiX, 
in  tlior  articles  of  division  from  us,  is  that  of  the  half- 
communion.  For  they  deprive  the  people  of  the  chalice, 
and  dismember  the  institution  of  Christ,  and  prevaricate  his 
express  law  in  this  particular,  and  recede  from  the  practice 
of  the  apostles :  and  though  they  confess  it  was  the  practice 
of  the  primitive  church,  yet  they  .lay  it  aside,  and  curse  all 
them  that  say  they  do  amiss  in  it ;  that  is  they  curse  them 
who  follow  Christ,  and  his  apostles,  and  his  diurch,  while 
themselves  deny  to  follow  them. 

Now  for  this  we  need  no  other  testimony  but  thdr  own 
words  in  the  council  of  Constance':  ^^  Whereas,  in  certain 
parts  of  the  world,  some  temerariously  presume  to  affirm, 
that  the  Christian  people  ought  to  receive  the  sacrament  of 
the  eucharist,  under  both  kinds  of  bread  and  wine,  and  do 
every  where  communicate  the  laity  not  only  in  bread  but  in 
wine  also ;" Hence  it  is  that  the  council  decrees  and  de- 
fines against  this  error,  ^^  that  although  Christ  instituted  after 
suj^r  and  administered  this  venerable  sacrament  under  both 
Mnds  jq{  bread  and  wine,  yet  notwithstanding  this,  &c. 
And  although  in  the  primitive  church,  this  sacrament  was 
received  of  the  faithful  under  both  kinds,  &c.'' — Here  is  the 
acknowledgment,  both  of  Christ'^s  institution  in  both  kinds, 
and  Christ's  ministering  it  in  both  kinds,  and  the  practice  of 
ihe  primitive  church  to  give  it  in  both  kinds:  yet  the  con- 
clusion from  these  premises  is ;  "  We  command,  under  the 
jpain  of  excommunication,  that  no  priest  communicate  the 
people  under  both  kinds  of  bread  and  wine.^  The. oppo- 
sition is  plain :  "  Chrisf  s  testament  ordains  it ;  the  church  of 
Rome  forbids  it :  it  was  the  primitive  custom  to  obey  Christ 

*  Concil.  Constant,  sess.  13. 
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in  this ;  a  later  custom  is  by  the  church  of  Rome  introduced 
to  the  contrary."  To  say  that  the  first  practice  and  institu- 
tion is  necessary  to  be  followed,  is  called  heretical :  to  refuse 
the  later  subintrbduced  custom  incurs  the  sentence  of  ex- 
communication:  and  this  they  have  passed  not  only  into  a 
law,  but  into  an  article  of  faith ;  and  if  this  be  not  '  teaching 
for  doctrines  the  commandments  of  men/  and  worshipping 
Grod  in  yain  with  men^s  traditions ;  then  there  is,  and  diere 
was,  and  there  can  be,  no  such  thing  in  the  world. 

So  that  now  the  question  is  not.  Whether  this  doctrine 
and  practice  be  an  innovation,  but  whether  it  be  not  better 
it  should,  be  so  ?  Whether  it  be  not  better  to  drink  new 
wine  than  old  ?  Whether  it  be  not  better  to  obey  man  than 
Christ,  *  who  is  God  blessed  for  ever  ?'  Whetfier  a  late 
custom  be  not  to  be  preferred  before  the  ancient  ?  A  custom 
dissonant  from  the  institution  of  Christ,  before  that  which 
is  wholly  consonant  to  what  Christ  did  and  taught  ?  This  is 
such  a  bold  affirmative  of  the  church  of  Rome,  that  nothing 
can  suffice  to  rescue  us  from  an  amazement  in  the  conside- 
ration of  it :  especially  since,  although  the  institution  itself, 
being  the  only  warranty  and  authority  for  what  we  do,  is,  of 
itself,  our  rule  and  precept  (according  to  that  of  the  lawyer  % 
"  Institutjones  sunt  preeceptiones  quibus  instituuntur  et  do- 
centur  homines);''  yet  besides  this,  Christ  added  preceptive 
words,  *  Drink  ye  all,  of  this":'  he  spake  it  to  all  that  re- 
cdved,  who  then  also  represented  all  them,  who  for  ever  after 
were  to  remember  Christ's  death. 

But  concerning  the  doctrine  of  antiquity  in  this  point, 
although  the  council  of  Constance  confess  the  question,  yet 
since  that  time  they  have  *' taken  on  them  a  new  confidence, 
and  affirm,  that  the  half-communion  was  always,  more  or  less, 
the  practice  of  the  most  ancient  times." — ^We  therefore  think 
it  fit  to  produce  testimonies  concurrent  with  the  saying  of 
the  council  of  Constance,  such  as.  are  irrefragable,  and  of 
persons  beyond  exception.  Cassander*^  affirms,  **  That,  in 
the  Latin  church,  for  above  a  thousand  years,  the  body  of 
Christ,  and  the  blood  of  Christ,  were  separately  given,  the 
body  apart,  and  the  blood  apart,  after  the  consecration  of  the 


**  Accursius,  Pr»fat«  super  Institut.  Jastin.  c  Mat.  xxvi.  S7. 

A  Consalt  sect.  23. 
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mysteries."— -So  Aquinas*  also  litirtns  j  "  Aoeofding  to  the 
ancient  custom  of  the  church,  all  men:  as  they  pommuiikajted 
in  the  body,  so  they  communicated  in  the  blood ;  which' alio, 
to  this  day,  is  kept  in  some  churohes."-^And  tiierefoito 
Paschasius  Aathbertus^  resolves  it  dogmadcally,  '<  That  nei-» 
ther  the  flesh  without  the  blood,  nor  the  blood  withotttthi 
Besh,  is  rightly  communicated;  f)«caU6e  the  apostles  all  of 
Uiem  did  drink  of  the  chalice*^'  And  Salmetbh'  being  forced 
by  the  evidence  of  the  thing,  ingenuously  and  opeidy  oon* 
fesses,  '^  That  it  was  a  general  custom  to  cc^nmunicate  the 
laity  under  both  kinds.'* 

It  was  so,  and  it  Was  more:  there  was  anciently  a  law 
for  it,  *<  Aut  integca  sacramenta  percipiant,  aut  ab  integris 
arceantur,"  said  Pope  Gelaaus*.  Either  aU  or  none;  ^  let  them 
receive  in  both  kinds,  or  in  neither  C  ^nd  he  gives  this  reason  \ 
**  Quia  divisio  unius  €t  ejusdem  mysterii  sine  grandi  sacrilegio 
iion  potest  pervenire \^  "  The  mystery  is  but  one  and  the 
same,  and  therefore  it  cannot  be  divided  without  greieit  sa« 
crilege.**  The  reason  concludes  as  much  of  the  recdver  as 
the  consecrator,  and  speaks  of  all  indefinitely. 

Thus  it  is  acknowledged  to  have  been  in  the  Latin  church', 
and  thus  we  see  it  ought  to  have  been :  and  for  the  Greek 
church  there  is  no  question ;  for  even  to  this  day  they  com- 
municate the  people  in  the  ,  qhalice.  But  this  case  is  so 
plain,  and  there  are  such  clear  testimonies  out  of  the  fstthers 
recorded  in  their  own  canon-law;  that  nothing  can  obscure 
it,  but  to  use  too  many  words  about  it.  We  therefore  do 
exhort  our  people  to  take  care,  that  they  suffer  not  th^- 
selves  to  be  robbed  of  their  portion  of  Christ,  as  he  is 
pleased  sacramentally  and  graciously  \o  communicate  himself 
unto  us. 

•  ComiMn.  in  6.  Joh.  l^t.  T.  »  0e  cwp.  ei  stag,  mmlni. t.  9. 

f  Trait.  8)5. 

>^  Apud  Giatian.  de  CoDseciat.  dist.  3.  cap.  Comperinraat 

.    »  Vide  Ochagiiv.  de  Sacr.  Tract.  2.  de  Eucbar,  q.  IS.  de  .Consecrat.  disU 

d.c.   Si  aoiiBunt^  et  cap.  Qiim  pa8s«»^  fk  cap.  Primiqaidem  etetp.  Tono 

«ii^  et  cap.  AcceMerunt. 
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SECTION  VII. 

As  the  church  of  Rome  does  great  injury  to  Christendom,  in 
taking  from  the  people  what  Christ  gave  them  in  the  matter 
c£  the  sacrament ;  so  she  also  deprives  them  of  very  much  of 
the  benefit,  which  they  might  receive  by  their  holy  prayers,  if 
they  were  suffered  to  pray  in  public  in  a  language  they  under* 
stand.  But  this  is  denied  to  the  common  people,  to  their  very 
great  prgudice  and  injury. 

Ccmceming  which,  although  it  is  as  possible  to  reconcile 
adultery  with  the  seventh  commandment,  as  service  in  a  lan- 
guage not  understood  to  the  fourteenth  chapter  of  the  first 
epistle  to  the  Corinthians ;  and  that  therefore  if  we  can  sup- 
pose, that  the  apostolical  age  did  follow  the  apostolical  rule,  it 
must  be  concluded,  that  the  practice  of  the  church  of  Rome  itf 
contrary  to  the  practice  of  the  primitive  church :  yet  besides 
this,  we  have  thou^t  fit  to  declare  the  plain  sense  and  prac^ 
tice  of  the  suoceedinjg  ages,  in  a  few  testimonies,  but  so  preg- 
nant as  not  to  be  avoided. 

Origen'  affirms  that  ^^  the  Grecians,  in  their  prayers,  use 
die  Greek*-"— and  the  Romans,  the  Roman  language ;  and  so 
evoy  one,  according  to  his  tongue,  prayeth  unto  God,  and 
pndseCh  him  as  he  is  able.^  St.  Chrysostom,  urging  the 
precept  of  the  japostle  for  prayers  in  a  language  understood 
by  the  beairer,  a£Bnns  that  which  is  but  reasonable,  saying, 
^  If  a  man  speaks  in  the  Persian  tongue,  and  understands 
not  what  himself  says,  to  himself  he  is  a  Barbarian,  and 
Aerafore  so  he  is  to  lum  that  understands  no  more  than  he 
does*^  And  what  profit  can  he  receive,  who  liears  a  sound, 
and  discerns  it  not  ?  It  were  as  good  he  were  absesat  as 
psesent;  ibr  if  he  be  the  better  to  be  there,  because  he  sees 
what  is  done,  and  guesses  at  something  in  general,  and  con« 
sents^  to  him  that  ministers :  it  is  true,  this  may  be,  but  this 
therefore  is  so,  because  he  understands  something ;  but  he  is 
only  so  far  benefited  as  he  understands ;  and  therefore  all 
that  which  is  not  understood,  does  him  no  more  benefit  that 

• 

*  Lib.  viii.  contra  Celsaiq. 

b  Affectum  eoinequitat  intellectuin ;  ubi  autem  nullus  eanim  terum^  que 
petaninr  vel  dicuntur,  habetar  intellectus,  aut  generaliter  tantum ;  ibi  exiguus 
aasargit  affectus.— i<«or.  JnU,  mor^.  torn,  i.  lib<  ix.  c.  S4.q.  8. 
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is  present,  than  to  him  that  is  absent,  and  consents  to  the 
prayers  in  general,  and  to  what  is  done  for  all  faithful  people. 
But  ^^  if  indeed  ye  meet  for  the  edification  of  the  church, 
those  things  ought  to  be  spoken  which  the  hearers  under- 
stand,^ said  St.  AmlHX)se : — and  so  it  was  in  the  primitiye 
church ;  ^^  blessings,  and  all  other  things  in  the  church,  were 
done  in  the  vulgar  tongue,  saith  Lyra^;^^  nay,  not  only  the 
public  prayers,  but  the  whole  Bible,  was  anciently,  by  many 
translations,  made  fit  for  the  people^s  use.  St.  Jerome^  af- 
firms, that  himself  translated  die  Bible  into  the  Dalmatian 
tongue;  and  Ulphilas%  a  bishop  among  the  Goths,  translated 
it  into  the  Gothic  tongue ;  and  that  it  was  translated  into  all 
languages,  we  are  told  by  St.  Chrysostom',  St.  Austinf,  and 
Theodoret^ 

But- although  what  twenty  fathers  say,  can  make  a  thing 
no  more  certain  than  if  St.  Paul  had  alone  said  it,  yet  both 
St.  Paul  and  the  fathers  are  frequent  to  tell  us,  that  a  service 
or  prayers  in  an  unknown  tongue,  do  not  edify:  so  St.  Basil ^, 
St.  Chryso6tom^  St.  Ambrose^  and  St.  Austin™;  and  this  is 
consented  to  by  Aquinas  n,  Lyra%  and  Cassander':  and  be- 
sides that  these  doctors  affirm,  that  in  the  primitive  church 
the  priest  and  people  joined  in  tlieir  prayers,  and  imderstood 
each  other,  and  prayed  in  their  mother  tongue :  we  find' a  story 
(how  true  it  is,  let  them  look  to  it,  but  it  is)  told  by  .Eneas 
Sylvius*^,  who  was  afterwards  Pope  Pius  II.,  that  when  Cy- 
rillus,  bishop  of  the  Moravians,  and  Methodius,  had  a»iverted 
the  Slavonians,  Cyril  being  at  Rome,  desired  leave'  to  use  the 
language  of  that' nation  in  their  Divine  offices.  Concerning 
which,  w:hen  they  were  disputing,  a  voice  was  heard,  as  if 
from  heaven,  *  Let  every  spirit  praise  the  Lord,  and  every 
tongue  confess  unto  him:'  upon  which  it  was  granted  ac- 
cording to  the  bishop's  desire.  But  now  they  are  not  so^ 
kind  at  Borne:  and  although  the  fathers  at  Trent  confessed* 


<:  In  1  Cpr.  xiv.  ^  Epist  ad  Sephron.  . 

^  Sozom.  lib.  vi.  hist.  c.  37.  f  Horn.  1.  in  8..  Joan. 

De  D^tr.  Christ,  c.  5.  ^  Serm.  5.  de  Grsecar.  affect.  caiat« 

>  Lib.  Qui  ex  var.  Script,  locis.  q.  278. 
1e  In  1  Cor.  horn.  S5.  ^  Super  1  Cor.  xiv» 

»  Super. Psal.  xviii.  con.  2.  "  In  1  Cor  xiv. 

*»  Ibid.  P  Lituig.  c.  18. 

.  1  Histor.  Bohem.  c.  18, 
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in  their  decree,  that  the  mass  contains  in  it  great  matter  of 
erudition  and  ecMcation  of  the  people,  yet  they  did  not  think 
it  fit,  that  it  should  be  said  in  the  vulgar  tongue:  so  that 
it  is  very  good  food,  but  it  must  be  locked  up;  it  is  an 
excellent  candle,  but  it  must  be  put  under  a  bushel :  and  now 
the  question  is.  Whether  it  be  fit  that  the  people  pray  so  as 
to  be  edified  by  it  ?  or.  Is  it  better '  that  they  be  at  the 
prayers,  when  they  shall  not  be  edified?  Whether  it  be  not 
as  good*  to  have  a  dumb  priest  to  do  mass,  as  one  that  hath 
a  tongue  to  say  it  ?  For  he  that  hath  no  tongue,  and  he 
that  hath  none  to  be  understood,  is  alike  insignificant  to  me. 
^^  Quid  prodest  locutionum  integritas,  quam  non  sequitar  in« 
tdlectus  audientis?  cum  loquendi  nulla  sit  causa,  si  quod 
loquimur  non  intelligunt,  propter  quos  ut  intelligant,  loqui- 
mur,^^  said  St.  Austin' :  ^^  What  does  it  avail,  that  man  speaks 
all,  if  the  hearers  understand  none?  and  there  is  no  cause 
why '  a  man  should  speak  at  all,  if  they,  for  whose  under- 
standing you  do  speak,  understand  it  not."  God  understands' 
the  •priest'^s  thoughts,  when  he  speaks  not,  as  well  as  when' 
he  speaks:* he  hears  the  prayer  of  the  heart,  and  sees  the 
wbrd  of  the  mind,  and  a  dumb  priest  can  do  all  the  cere- 
monies, and  make  the  signs ;  and  he  that  speaks  aloud  to' 
them  that  understand  him  not,  does  no  more.  Now,  since 
there  is  no  use  of  vocal  prayer  in  public,  but  that  all  together 
may  ^tgcMy  th^  dearest  and  stir  up  one  another,  and  join 
in  the  expression  of  them' to  God  by  this  device,-*^  man  who 
understands  not  what  is  said,  can  only  praiy  with  his  lips: 
for  the  heart  cannot  pray  but  by  desiring,  and  it  cannot  de- 
sire what  it  understands  not.  So  that,  in  this  case,  prayer' 
cannot  be  an  act  of  the  soul :  there  is  neither  affection  nor 
understanding,  notice  or  desire :  the  heart  says  nothing,  and ' 
asks  for  nothing,  and  therefore  receives  nothing.  Solomon 
calls  that  ♦"  the  sacrifice  of  fools,"  when'  men  consider  not ; 
and  they  who  understand*  not  what  is  said,  cannot  take  it 
into-  consideration.  But  there  needs  no  more  to  be  said  in 
so  plain  a  case.  We  end  this  with  the  words  of  the  civil 
and  canon  law.  Justinian,  the  emperor,  made  a  law  in  these 
words,  "We  will  and  command,  that  all  bishops  and  priests 
celebrate  theisacred  oblation,  and  the  prayers  thereunto  added* 

r  De  Doct.  Christ.  ljji>.  iv.  c*  10. 
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in  holy  baptism ;  not  in  a  low  vdoe,  but  with  a  loud  and  clear 
voice,  which  may  be  heard  by  the  faithful  people ;''  that  is,  be 
iimierstoed ;  for  so  it  fcdIowsS  <<  that  thereby  the  minds  of 
the  hearers  may  be  raised  up,  with  greater  devotion,  to  set 
forth  the  praises  of  the  Lord  God ;  for  so  the  apostle  teadielh 
in  the , first  to  the  Corinthians.*'  It  is  true  that  this  law  was 
^2ed  out  of  the  Latin  versions  of  Justinian.  The  fraud  and 
design  was  too  palpable,  but  it  prevailed  nothing ;  fiw  it  ^ 
acknowledged  by  Cassander  and  Bellarroine,  and  is  in  the 
Greek  copies  of  Holoander*. 

The  canon-law  is  also  most  express,  frcnn  an  authmty  <^  no 
less  than  a  pope  and  a  general  council,  as  themselves  esteem; 
Innocent  III.,  in  the  great  council  of  Lateran*,  above  one 
lliousand  two  hundred  years  after  Christ,  in  theSfe  words: 
**  Because,  in  most  parts,  within  the  same  city  and  diocese,  the 
{)eofde  of  divers  tongues  are  mixed  together,  having,  under  <nie 
and  the  same  £edth,  divers  ceremonies  and  rites,  we  straitly 
eharge  and  command,  that  the  bishop  of  such  cities  and  *o. 
teses  provide  men  fit,  who  may  celebrate  Divine  service  accoard- 
fng  to  the  diversity  of  ceremonies  and  languages,  aild  adminift- 
ter  the  sacraments  of  the  church,  instructing  them,  both  by 
Word  flnd  by  example."" 

'  Now  if  the  words  of  the  apostle,  and  the  practice  dt  the 
primitive  church,  the  sayings  of  the  fathers,  and  the  confesdond 
of  wise  men  amongst  themselves;  if  the  consent  of  natjonii^ 
tmd  the  piety  of  our  fore&thers ;  if  right  reason  and  the  ne- 
cessity of  the  thing ;  if  the  needs  of  the  ignorant,  and  the  y&ej 
inseparable  conditions  of  hdLy  prayers ;  if  the  laws  of  princes, 
and  the  laws  of  the  cburch,  which  do  require  all  our  prayers 
16  be  said  by  them,  that  understand  what  they  say;  if  all  these 
eannot  prevail  with  the  church  of  Rome  to  do  so  much  good 
to  the  peopIe^s  souls,  as  to  consent  they  should  understand 
V^hat  in  particular  they  are  to  ask  of  God :  certaihly  there  is 
a  jgreat  pertinacity  of  opinion,  and  but  a  little  charity  to  thcMM 
]predous  soids,  for  whom  Christ  died,  and  fot*  whom  they  mtist 
give  dccounft. 

Indeed  the  old  Tuscan  rites,  and  the  soothttyings  of  tbs 
Sialian.  priests,  ^  Vix  sacerdotibus  suis  faiteUecta,   sed  quae 


*  Novell  13S.  ^  De  Missa,  lib.  ii.  c,  IS.  sect,  ad  Novellam. 

-•Cap.a. 
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j&uUuri  veiat  religio/  wei^  scarce  understood  by  th^  priests 

tfieuiselyes,  but  their  religSoa  forbad  to  ch^iBge  them  ^.    Thus 

andeortly  did   the  Osseni  3r,-^bereties,  of  whom  Eplphanius 

leUB,r-*«okd  the  Heracleonitae,  of  whom  St  Austin  gives  ao^^ 

0Ount;  they  taught  to  pray  with  obscure  words:  and  som^ 

others^  in  Cleniens  AlexandrinuS)  suj^fKned^  that  words  spoken 

in  a  barbarous  or  unknown  tongue,  iwarojripas,  '  are  more 

pufwerfol/    The  Jews  also,  in  thdr  synagogues  at  this  day, 

rtad  Hebrew,  whidi  the  people  but  rarely  understand :  and 

the  Turks,  in  th^  mosques,  read  Arabick,  of  which  the 

people  know  nothing.  But  Christians  never  did  so,  till  they  x£ 

Aome  reserved  to  refuse  to  do  benefit  to  the  souls  of  the 

people  in  this  instance,  or  to  bring  them  from  intolerable 

ignoisnee. 


SECTION  VIII. 

^Fhs  church  of  Rome  hath,  to  very  bad  purposes,  introduced 
and  imposed  upon  Christendom  die  worship  and  veneration 
of  images,  kissing  them,  pulKng  off  their  hats,  kneeling, 
TaDing  down  and  praying  before  them,  which  they  call 
*  Giving  them  due  honour  and  venerarion.*  What  external 
honour  and  veneration  that  is,  which  they  call  *  due,*  is 
feq)re8sed  by  the  instances  now  reckoned,  which  the  council 
of  Trent,  in  their  decree,  enumerate  and  establish.  What 
♦the  inward  honour  and  worship*  is,  which  they  intend  to 
ttiem,  is  intimated  in  the  same  decree.  By  the  images  they 
Worship  Christ  and  hjs  saints ;  and,  therefore,  by  these  images, 
fhey  pass  that-  Honour  to  Christ  and  his  s«dnts  which  is  their 
dup  ;.  that  is,.as  their  doctors  explain  it,  *  latria,*  or  '  Divine 
Worship*  to  Ood  and  Christ;  ^hyperdulia.''  or  *  more  than 
tervlce,'  to  the  blessed  Virgin  Mary;  and  < service,*  or 
« douUa,'  to  other  canonized  persons.  So  that  upon  the 
tehole,  the  case  is  this :  Whatever  worship  they  give  to  God, 
and  Christy  and  his  saints,  they  give  it  jfirst  to  the  image,  and 
fipom  the  image  they  pass  it  unto  Christ  and  Chrisf's  servants! 
And,   therefore^  we  need  not  to  inquire  what  actions  they 


QaintiU  lib.  i.  6. 41*  .'  Verb.  Onmii.  ci  6.  ad  Qubd  Ttilt  Deum.  ^ 
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suppose  to  be  fit  or  due.  For  wbatsoever  ifi  due  to  Giod,  to 
Christ,  or  his  saints,  that  worship  they  give  to  their  respective 
images ;  all  the  sanie  in  external  semblance  and  ministry  \  as 
appears  in  all  their  great  churches^  and  public  actions,  and 
processions,  and  temples,  and  festivals,  and  endowments, 
and  cenfdngs,  and  pilgrimages,  and  prayers,  and  vows  made 
to  them. 

Now,  besides  that  these  things  are  so  ]^ke  idolatry,  that 
they  can  no  way  be  reasonably  excused  (of  which  we  shall, 
in  the  next  chapter  %  give  some  account);  besides  that  they 
are  too  like  the  religion  of  the  heathens,  and  so  plainly  and 
frequently  forbidden  in  the    Old   Testament,    and    are    so 
infinitely  unlike  the  simple  and  wise,  the  natural  and  holy, 
tlie  pure  and  the  spiritual  religion  of  the  Gospel ;  besides  that 
they  are  so  infinite  a  scandal  to  the  Jews  and  Turks,  anU 
reproach  Christianity  itself  amongst  all  strangers  that  live  in 
their  communion,  and  observe  their  rites;  besides  that  they 
cannot  pretend  to  be  lawful,  but  with  the  laborious  artifices 
of  many  metaphysical   notions  and  distinctions,  which  the 
people  who  most  need  them,  do  least  understand ;  and  that> 
therefore,  the  people  irorship  them  without  these  distinctions, 
and  directly  put  ccxifidence  in  them ;  and  that  it  is  impossible 
that  ignorant  persons,  who,  in  all  Christian  countries,  make 
up  the  biggest  number,  should  do  otherwise,  when  otherwise 
iiiej  cannot  understand  it ;  and  besides,  that  the  thing,  itself, 
with  or  without  distinctions,  is  a  superstitious  and  forbidden^ 
an  imlawful  and  unnatural  worship  of  God,  who  will  not  be 
worshipped  by  an  image:  we  say,  that,  beddes  all  this,  this 
whole  doctrine  and  practice  is  an  innovation  in  the  Christian 
church,  not  practised,  not  endured  in  the  primitive  ages,  but 
expressly  condemned  by  them ;  and  this  is  our  present  under^ 
taking  to  evince. 

The  first  notice  we  find  of  images  brought  into  Christian 
religion,  was  by  Simon  Magus:  indeed  that  was  very  uident, 
but  very  heretical  and  abominable;  but  that  he  brought 
some  in  to  be  worshipped,  we  find  in  Theodoret  ^  and  St. 
Austin.  St.  Irenseus  tells  %  that  the  Gnostics  or  Carpocra« 
tians  dld.make  images,  and  said,  that  the  form  of  Christ,  as 

*  Chap.  ii.  sect.  13.  ^  Hseret.  Fabul.  lib.i . 

^  De  Hsres.  lib.i.  c.  23.    Vide  etiam  Epiphan.  torn,  ii.  lib*  i.  bnies.  27. 
et  S.  August,  de  Hceres.  lib.  vi.  strom.  et  in  pawnetico, 
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he  was  in  the  flesh,  was  made  by  Pilate ;  and  these  images 
they  worshipped^  as  did  the  Gentiles :  these  things  they  did^^ 
but  against  these  things  the  Christians  did  zealously  and 
piously  declare  :  **  We  have  no  image  in  the  world,''  said  St. 
Clemens  of  Alexandria :  '^  It  is  apparently  forbidden  to  us  to 
exercise  that  deceitful  art :  for  it  is  written,  Thou  shalt  not 
make  any  similitude  of  any  thing  in  heaven  above^''  &c.  And 
Origen^  wrote,  a  just  treatise  against  Celsus,  in  which  he  not 
only  affirms,  ^  That  Christians  did  not  make  or  use  images  in 
religion,  but  that  they  ought  not,  and  were,  by.  Grod,  for- 
bidden to  do  so.'  To  the  same  purpose,  also,  Lactantius  dis- 
courses to  the  emperor,  and  confutes  the  pretences  and  little 
answers  of  the  heathen  in  that  manner,  that  he  leaves  no  pre- 
i^ce  for  Christians,  under  another  cover,  to  introduce  the  like 
abomination. 

We  are  not  ignorant,  that  those,  who  were  converted  from 
Gentilism,  and  those  who  loved  to  imitate  the  customs  of  the 
Roman  princes  and  people,  did  soon  introduce  the  historical 
use  of  images,  and,  according  to  the  manner  of  the  world,  did 
think  it  honourable  to  depict  or  make  images  of  those  whom 
they  had  in  great  esteem;  and  that  this  being  done  by  an 
esteem,  relying  on  religion j  did,  by  the.  weakness  of  men,  and 
the  importunity  of  the  tempter,  quickly  pass  into  inconve- 
nience and  superstition ;  yet  even  in  the  time  of  Julian  the 
emperor,  St.  Cyril  denies^  that  the  Christians  did  give  vene- 
ration and  worship  to  the  image,  even  of  the  cross  itself,  which 
was  one  of  the  earliest  temptations ;  and  St.  Epiphanius  (it  is 
a  known  story)  teUs,  that  when,  in  the  village  of  Bethel,  he 
saw  a  cloth  picture,  ^^  as  it  were,  of  Christ,  or  some  saint  in 
the  church,  against  the  authority  of  Scripture;"  he  cut  it  in 
pieces,  aind  advised  that  some  poor  man  should  be  buried  in 
it;  affirming,  ^^  that  such  pictures  are  against  religion,  and 
unworthy  of  the  church  of  Christ,"  The  epistle  was  trans- 
lated into  Latin  by  St.  Jerome;  by  which  we  may  guess  at  his 
opinion  in  the  question. 

The  council  of  Eliberis  is  very  ancient^,  and  of  great 
fame;  in  which  it  is  expressly  forbidden,  that  what  is 
worshipped  should  be  depicted  on  the  walls ;  and  that,  there- 

d  Cont.  Cels.  lib.  vii.et  viii.  ^  Epist.  ad  Job.  Hieros. 

>  Can.  36.    Placuit  picturas  in  ecclesia  esse  non  debere,  ne^  quod  colitur 
aat  adoiatur^  in  parietibus  depingatur. 
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&re,  pictures  ought  not  to  be  m  churches*  St.  Ausdn^r 
complaining  that  he  knew  of  many  in  the  churchy  who  were 
worshippers  of  pictures,  calls  them  *  superstitious  ;*  and  addsy 
that  'the  diurch  condemns  such  oustopiB,  and  strives  to 
correct  them;^  and  St.  Gregory,  writing  to  Serenus,  bishop 
of  Massilia,  says,  *  he  would  not  hare  had  him  tf>  bre^^k  the. 
pictures  and  images,  whkh  wore  there  set  for  an  hi^orical 
use;  but  oommends  him  for  prohibiting  any  pne  to  worship 
them,  and  enjoins  him  still  to  forbid  it.'  But  9uperstition» 
by  degrees,  creeping  in,  th^  worship  of  images  w^  degreed  in 
the  seventh  syiuxi,  or  the  second  NioenCf  But  the  decreei( 
of  this  sjmod  being,  by  pope  Adrian  \  sent  to  Chiles  tba 
Oreat,  he  oonvocated  a  S3mad  of  Grerman  and  French  bidiopi^ 
at  Frankfort,  who  discussed  the  acts  passed  At  Nic^*  9Bd 
condemned  them :  and  the  acts  of  this  synod,  although  they 
were  dihgently  sujqyressed  by  £he  papers  arts^  yet  Eginardus, 
Hinomarus,  Arendnus,  Blondus,  Adon,  Aymonius,  and  Bf* 
gino,  famous  historians,  tell  us,  that  the  bishops  of  Frank«> 
fort  condemned  the  synod  of  Nice,  and  commanded  it  sboiUd 
not  be  called  a  *  genial  council;^  and  published  fl  book 
under  the  name  of  the  emperor,  confuting  that  UQchristiw 
assembly;  and  not  long  since,  this  book,  and  the  acts  of 
Frankfort,  were  published  by  bishop  Tillius ;  by  whiob^  not 
only  the  infinite  fraud  of  the  Roman  doctors  is  disooyereds 
but  the  worship  of  images  is  declared  against  a^  cas^ 
demned. 

A  while  after  this,  Ludovicus,  the  son  of  Charlemagne^ 
sent  Claudius,  a  famous  preachar,  to  Taurinum  in  Italy^ 
where  he  preached  against  the  worshipping  of  images,  and 
wrote  an  excellent  book  to  that  purpose.  Against  thia  book, 
Jonas,  bishop  of  Orleans,  after  the  death  of  Xiudoricus  and 
Claudius,  did  write:  in  which  he  yet  durst  not  assert  the 
worship  of  them,  but  confuted  it  out  of  Origen,  whose  wmds 
he  thus  dtes :  **  Images  are  neither  to  be  esteemed  by 
inward  affection,  nor  worshipped  with  outw«rd  show:^  and 
out  of  Laetantius  these  t  '*  Nothing  is  to  be  worshipped, ,  Aat 
is  seen  with  mortal  eyes;  let  us  adore,  let  us  warshi{> 
nothing,  but  the  niame  alone  ci  our  only  Parent,  who  is  to  be 

It 

8  De  Morib.  Eccles.  lib.  i.  c.  34.     Idem  de  Fide  et  Bymbolo.  c.  7.  et 
(iontr.  Adimanl.  c,  IS. 
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sou^t  for  in  the  regions  above,  not  here  below:"  ahd  to  the 
^ftme  purpose,  he  idso  alleges  excellent  words  out  of  Fulgentiua 
^  St*  Jerome ;  and  though  he  would  have  images  retained^, 
and,  therefore,  was  angry,  at  Claudius,  who  claused  them  to. 
be  taken  down,  yet  he  himself  expressly  affirms,  that  they- 
ought,  not  to  be  worshipped ;  and  withid  adds,  that  thougb 
diey  kept  the  im^^es  in  thdr  churches  for  history  and  ori^a- 
JsmU  y<et  that,  in  France,  the  worshipping  of  them  was  had: 
in  great  detestation.  And  though  it  is  not  to  be  denied,  but 
that,  in  the  sequel  of  Jonas^s  book^  he  does  tomething  pre» 
yaricata  in  this  question ;  yet  it  is  evident,  that,  in  France 
this  doctrine  was  not  accounted  catholic  for  almost  nine, 
hundred  years  after  Christ;  and  in  Germany,  it  was  con^ 
demned  for  almost  one  thousand  two  hundred  years,  as  we 
find  in  Nicetas, 

We  are  not  unskilled  in  the  devices  of  the  Baman  writers^ 
and  with  how  much  artifice  they  would  excuse  this  whole 
matter,  and  palliate  the  crime  imputed  to  them,  and  elude 
the  Scriptures  expressly  condemning  this  superatition:  but 
we  know  also,  that  the  arts  of  sophistry  are  not  the  ways  of 
sahration.  And,  therefor^  we  exhort  our  people  to  foUow: 
the  plain  words  of  Scripture,  and  the  express  law  of  God  in 
the  second  commandment;  and  add  also  the  exhortation  of 
St.  John*,  "  Little  children  keep  ycnurselves  from  idols.*" 
To  conclude ;  it  is  impossible  but  that  it  must  be  confessed, 
that  the  worship  of  images  was  a  thing  unknown  to  the  pri- 
Vpi&ve  church ;  in  the  purest  times  of  which,  they  would  not 
allow  the  making  of  them ;  as  amongst  divers  others,  ap^ 
pears  in  die  writii^s  of  Clemens  AJexandrinus^,  Tertullian'">. 
and  Origen". 


SECTION  IX. 

As  an  appendage  to  this,  we  greatly  reprove  the  custom  of 
the  church  of  Rome,  in  picturing  God  the  Father,  and  the 
most  holy  and  undivided  Trinity:    which,  besides  that  it 

• 

>  Lib.  ii.  in  Vita  Isaaei  Aageli,  A.  D.  1160.  k  i  Joho«  v.  81. 

I  Strom,  lib.  vi.  et  in  Prcjtrep. 
>  ""^  Lib.  ii.  c.  S8.  advers.  Marcion.  et  de  Idololatr.  c.  S, 
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ininistei's  infinite  scandal  to  all  the  sober-minded  men,  and  gives 
the  new  Arians,  in  Polonia,  and  antitrinitaiians,  great  and 
ridiculous  entertainment,  exposing  that  sacred  mystery  to 
derision  and  scandalous  contempt;  it  is  also  (which  at 
present  we  have  undertaken  particularly  to  remark)  against 
the  doctrine  and  practice  of  the  primitive  catholic  church. 
*  St.  Clemens  of  Alexandria  says',  <  that  in  the  discipline  of 
Moses,  God  was  not  to  be  represented  in  the  shape  of  a  man> 
or  of  any  other  thing  :^  and  that  Christians  understood  than-- 
selves  to  be  bound  by  the  same  law,  we  find  it  expressly 
taught  by  Origen^  Tertullian^  Eusebius^,  Athanadus%  St. 
Jerome',  St.  Austin^,  St.  Theodoret^  Damascen^,  and  the 
synod  of  Constantinople,  as  is  reported  in  the  sixth  action  of 
the  second  Nicene  council.  And  certainly,  if  there  were  not 
a  strange  spirit  of  contradiction,  or  superstition,  or  deflection, 
from  the  Christian  rule,  greatly  prevailing  in  the  church  o^ 
Home,  it  were  impossible  that  this  ^practice  should  be  so 
countenanced  by  them,  and  defended  so,  to  no  purpose,  with 
so  much  scandal,  and  against  the  natural  reason  of  mankind, 
and  the  very  law  of  nature  itself :  for  the  heathens  were 
sufficiently,  by  the  light  of  nature,  taught  to  abominate  all 
pictures  or  images  of  God. 

Sed  nulla  effigies^  simulacraque  nota  Deorum 
Majestate  locum  ct  sacro  implevere  timore  K 

They,  in  their  earliest  ages,  had  **  no  pictures,  no  images 
of  their  gods :  their  temples  were  filled  with  majesty  and  a 
sacred  fear.''  And  the  reason  is  given  by  Macrobius^:* 
"  Antiquity,  made  no  image,"  viz.  of  God;  *^  because  the 
supreme  God,  and  the  Mind  that  is  bom  of  him,''  that  is  Ais^ 
Son^  the  eternal  Word,  "  as  it  is  beyond  the  soul,  so  it  is 
above  nature,  and,  therefore,  it  is  not  lawful,  that  figments 
should  come  thither." 

Nicephorus  Callistus",  relating  the  Jieresy  of  the  Arme- 
nians and  Jacobites,  says,  they  made  images  of  the  Father, 
Son,   and  Holy  Ghost ;    "  Quod  perquim  absurdum  est :" 

<^Stromat.  lib.  i.  ^  Contra  Celsum,  lib.  yii. 

*-'  De  Corona  Militis.  ^  Preep.  Evang.  lib.  i.  c.  5. 

e  Oiat.  contrn  Gentes.  '  In  c.  40.  Isa. 

»  De  Fide  et  Symbol,  c,  7.  *»  In  Deut.  q.  1. 

iDe  Orthod.  Fide,  lib.  iv.  c.  17,  ^  Sil.  Ital.  iii.  80.  RupertI,?.  i.  p.  177. 

In  Somn.  Scip.  lib.  i.  c.  2.  »  Ub.  xviii.  c.  58. 
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^^  Nothing  is  more  absurd"  than  to  make  pictureb  or  images 
of  the  persons  of  the  holy  and  adorable  Trinity,  And  yet 
they  do  this  in  the  church  of  Rome :  for  in  the  windows  of 
their  churches,  even  in  country  villages,  where  the  danger 
cannot  be  denied  to  be  great,  and  the  scandal  insupportable ; 
nay,  in  their  books  of  devotion,  in  their  very  mass-books  and 
breviaries,  in  their  portuises  and  manuals,  they  picture  the 
holy  Trinity  with  three  noses,  and  four  eyes,  and  three  faces, 
in  a  knot,  to  the  great  dishonour  of  God,  and  scandal  of 
Christianity  itself.  We  add  no  more  (for  the  case  is.  top 
evidently  bad,)  but  reprove  the  error  with  the  words  of  their 
own  Polydore  Virgil":  "  Since  the  world  began,  never  was 
any  thing  more  foolish  than  to  picture  God,  who  is  present 
every  where.'' 


SECTION  X. 

The  last  instance  of  innovations  introduced  in  doctrine  and 
practice  by  the  church  of  Some,  that  we  shall  represent, 
is,  that  of  the  pope'^s  universal,  bishoprick;  that  is,  not 
only  that  he  is  bishop  of  bishops,  superior  to  all  and  every 
one ;  but  that  his  bishoprick  is  a  plenitude  of  power ;  and 
as  for  other  bishbps,  *  of  his  fulness  they  all  receive,'  a  part 
of  the  ministry  and  solicitude;  and  not  only  so,  but  that 
he  only  is  a  bishop  by  immediate  Divine  dispensation,  and 
others  receive  from  him  whatsoever  they  have:  for  to  this 
height  many  of  them  are  come  at  last.  Which  doctrine, 
although  as  it  is  in  sins,  where  the  carnal  are  most  full 
of  reproach,  but  the  spiritual  are  of  greatest  malignity ;  so 
it  happens  in  this  article.  For,  though  it  be  not  so  scandalous 
as  their  idolatry,  so  ridiculous  as  their  superstitions,  so 
unreasonable  as  their  doctrine  of  transubstantiation,  so  easily 
reproved  as  their  half-communion,  and  service  in  an  unknown  i 
tongue ;  yet  it  is  of  as  dangerous  and  evil  effect,  and  as  false 
and  as  certainly  an  innovation,  as  any  thing  in  their  whole 
conjugation  of  ^ross. 

When  Christ  founded  his  church,  he  left  it  in  the  hands 
of  his  apostles,  without  any  prerogative  given  to  one,  or 
eminency  above  the  rest,  save  only  of  priority  and  ordarly 

B  Lib.  ii.  de  Inrent.  c.  23. 
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pfeoedeiicy,  which  of  itself  was  natural  necessary,  and  inci- 
dent. The  apostles  governed  all;  their  authority  was  the 
sanction,  and  their  decrees  and  writings  were  the  laws  of 
the  church.  They  exercised  a  common  jurisdiction,  «nd 
divided  it  according  to  the  needs,  and  emergencies,  and 
4cupcumstanoes  of  the  diurch.  In  th^  t^uncii  of  Jerusalem, 
St.  Peter  gat«  not  the  dedsive  sentence,  but  St.  Jatnes, 
who  was  the  bidiop  df  that  see.  Cluist  sent  all  his  apostles, 
^  his  Father  sent  him  ;  and,  therefore,  he  gave  to  every  one 
y)f  them  the  whole  power,  w^htch  he  left  behind;  and  td 
llie  iMiops  congregated  at  Miletmn^  St.  Paul  gave  ih^n 
<saution  td  tak^  care  of  the  whole  flock  of  GoA\  and  ^dBbmi 
4o  th^n  B3ii  ^si,  the  ^  Holy  Ghost  had  Made  thm  M^ps^'^ 
and  in  the  whole  New  Testament,  there  is  no  act  tw  sign  tjf 
superiority,  or  that  one  tipostle  exercised  power  over  another ; 
but  to  them  whom  Christ  sent,  he  in  common  intrusted  the 
church  of  God:  according  to  that  excellent  saying  of  St. 
Cyprian^  ^  The  other  apostles  are  the  same  that  St.  Peter 
was,  endowed  with  an  equal  fellowship  of  honour  and  power; 
and  they  are  all  shepherds,  and  the  flock  is  one^;^'  and,  ther^ 
fore,  it  ought  to  be  fed  by  the  apostles  with  unanimous 
Consent. 

This  unity  and  identity  o£  power,  without  question  and 
interruption,  did  continue  and  descend  to  bishops  in  the 
primitive  church,  in  which  it  was  a  known  doctrine^  that  the 
bishops  were  successors  to  the  i^stles:  and  what  was  not 
In  the  beginning,  could  not  be  in  the  descent,  unless  it  were 
innovated  and  introduced  by  a  new  authority.  Christ  gave 
ordinary  power  to  none  but  the  ^)ostles;  and  the  pow«r 
being  to  continue  for  ever  in  the  church,  it  was  to  be  suc- 
ceeded to;  and  by  the  same  authority,  even  of  Christ,  it 
descended  to  them  who  were  their  successors,  that  is,  to 
the  bishops,  as  all  antiquity  does  consent  and  teach* :  not  St. 

*  Acts,  XX.  88. 
^  Epiftt.  4e  Unk.  Ecclesie  ad  NoVfttian.  et  liabetur  cam.  d4.  qu.  I. 
«  Iren».  Ub  4.  c.  48,  44.  S.  Cyprian,  lib.  i.  ep.  6v  et  iib.  ii.  ep.  10*  et  lib* 
iv.  ep.  9.  6.  AmbroB.  de  Dignit.  Sacerd.  c.  1.  S.  Aug^  de  Baptism,  contra 
Donat.  lib.  vii.  c.  48.  et  ibid.  Clarus  a  Muscula.  Idem  de  verb.  Dom.  Ser.  J4. 
Con.  Rom.  sub  Sylvest.  Const.  Apo^.  lib.  vii.  c.  ult.  Annacl.  P.  ep.  !i. 
ClemeBB  P.  «p.  Hb.  S.  Hieron.  ep.  18.  et  ep.  54.  Eutliym.  in  Psalm  xliv. 
S.  Gregor.  in  Evang.  Horn.  26.  ad  Heliodor.  ep.  1.  S.  Chiysost.  ser.  Damascen. 
de  Imaginibas :  Orat.  9.  S.  Qxeg.  I^az.  Oiat.  81,  de  Laud.  Basilii. 


Pet^  done^  butev^ry  a^stki  and^  thelrefbre,  ^veiy  cue  ^dh9 
succeeds  them  in  their  ordinary  power,  nmy  and  moat  Th- 
member  the  wards  <d  St  Paul ;  ^^  We  ajie  umlwiisiMlorft  or 
legates  for  Christc'*^  ^  Cfadst'^s  vkars,^  not  *  the  pcqie^s  defe. 
gatesz*  and  so  afil  die  aposdes  azte  called  in  the  pve&ee  tif 
4he  mafais^  **  Qucs  dpens  toi  vieadds  <Gideai.  laairtulirti  pptoesac 
fEu^fcores;^  lb£^  ace.^  pasters^  a£  the  flodt  and  ^  vicars^  of 
:£3iiSyt;  and  iso  ulso  tbey  are,  in  csqpr^ss  tem^,  caDed  fay 
-St^  Amfanase^ ;  and^  therefore^  at  is  «  stmnge  osutpalacai^ 
^llurt  the  pope  arrogates  that  to  himself  by  impropHbiiliaii, 
'Vinck  is.cotemon  Ito  him  widi  all  the  UdiGpe  of  CihiistGM- 

3%6  conseqaeiMt  of  dus  is,  that  fay  the  lav  ^  Christ;^  one 
btsiK^  b  not  Bupemt  to  anodier ;  Chsnst  gaire  the  pow«r  to 
all  «Kke^  h^  made  no  heed  of  the  bidibps^  be  gaM  4o 
xnine  a  supremacy  txf  power,  or  umversality  ot  junsdiction. 
.SiH  this  the  pope  hatfa  long  chalieiiged,  and  to  bring  Us 
pui:|K9Bes  to  paB%  hath,  for  tliese  six  hundred  years  by-gone, 
iarailed  the  irig^ts  of  bishops,  and  delegated  tnatters  «£  order 
land  Jurisdictioa  to  monks  and  fiiars;  insomuch  that  the 
power  ipf  biriiefxs  was  greatly  diminished  at  the  dreedi^ 
of  the  Cltudaok  alid  Cistercian  monks  about  the  year  ML : 
imt  abo^t  the  year  MCC,  it  .was  alaaost  swallowed  Up  by 
privileges  gra4ted  to  the  Beggkig  Friars,  iand  there  kept  l^ 
the  power  of  the  ^pope;  which  power  got  <«e  great  step  nKMne 
above  the  bishops,  when  they  got  it  declared,  that  liie  po|i0 
Js  above  a  coundl  of  Ushops :  and  at  last  it  wbs  turned  mtp 
«  new  doctrine  b^  Ciyetan  (who  for  his.prosperpus  mvention 
was  made  a  carduial),  that  all  tiie  whole  apostdic  or  ef^ 
Gopal  pow^r^  is  radicai  and  inherent  in  the  pc^p^  in  whom 
is  the  fulness  of  the  ecclesiastical  authority;  and  that  bfehops 
received  their  portion  of  it  from  Imn :  and  this  was  £rst  bold^ 
nuant^ined  in  the  council  of  Trent  by  the  Jesuits;  and  it  js 
now  the  opinion  of  their  order ;  but  it  is  also  that  wluch  the 
pope  challenges  in  practice,  when  he  pretends  to  a  power 
over  all  lushc^s,  and  that  this  power  is  derived  to  hijISL  from 
Christ;  when  he  calls  himself  the  imiversal  bishopi  «ai 
the  vicarial  head  of  the  church,  the  churches  monarch,  he 
from  whom  all  ecclesiastical  authority  is  derived,  to  whose 

d  In  epist«  !•  a4  Corn.  cap.  3.  et  ia  epiot.  ad  Eoman.  c.  1, 
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sentence  m  things  Divine,  every  Christian,  under  pain  of 
damnation,  is  bound  to  be  subject  ^. 

Now,  this  is  it,  which,  as  it  is  productive  of  infinite  mis- 
chirfs,  BO  it  is  an  innovation,  and  an  absolute  deflection  from 
the  primitive  catholic  doctrine,  and  yet  is  the  great  ground- 
work and  foundation  of  their  church.     This  We  shall  repre- 
sent in  these  following  testimonies.      Pope  Eleutherius  ^,  in 
an  epistle  to  the  bishops  of  France,   says,  ^  That:  Christ 
committed  the  universal  church  to  the  bishops;''  and  St.  Am- 
brose says,   ^  That  the  bishop  holdeth  the  place  of  Christ, 
and  is  his  substitute.^    But,  famous  are  the  words  of  St.  Cy- 
prian ;  **  The  church  of  Christ   is  one  through  the  whole 
world,  divided  by  him  into  many  members,  and  the  bishoprick 
is  but  one,  di£Pused  in  the  agreeing  plurality  of  many  bishc^is.^ 
«^And  again;  ^*  To  every  pastor  a  portion  of  tlie  flock  is 
given,  which  let  ev^y  one  of  them  rule  and  govern."     By 
which  words  it  is  evident,  that  the  primitive  church  under- 
stood no   prelation  of  one,    and  subordination  of  another, 
commanded  by  Christ,  or  by  virtue  of  their  ordination ;  but 
only  what  was  for  order's  sake  introduced  by  princes,  and 
consent  of  prelates ;    and  it  was  to  this  purpose  very  full 
nvhich  was  said  by  pope  Symmadius  s:  *^  As  it  is  in  the  holy 
Trinity,  whose  power  is  one  and  undivided  (or,  to  use  the 
expression  in  the  Athanasian  Creed,  <  none  is  before  or  after 
'other)  none  is  greater  or  less  than  another*) ;  so  there  is  one 
faishoprick  amongst  divers  bish<^ ;  and,  therefore,  why  should 
the  canons  of  the  ancient  bishops  be  violated  by  their  suc- 
cessors ?     Now  these  words  being  spokoi  against  the  invasion 
of  the  rights  of  the  church  of  Aries,  by  .Ajiastaaius,  and  the 
question  being  in  the  exercise  of  jurisdiction,  and  about  the 
institution  of  bishops,  does  fiilly  declare  that  the  bishops  of 
Rome  had  no  superiority  by  the  laws  of  Christ,  over  any 
bishop  in  the  catholic  churdi,  and  that  his  bishopick  gave 
no  more  power  to  him,  than  Christ  gave  to  the  bi^p  of  the 
smallest  diocese. 

And,  therefore,  all  the  church   of  Grod,   whenever  they 
reckoned  the  several  orders  and  degrees  of  ministry  in  the 


*  ExtimT.  Com.  lib*  i.  tit.  9.  de  Major,  et  Obed.cap.  Unam  Suictuii. 

'  Referenle  Archiepisc  Gimatenai  in  Concil.  Trid*    Ubi  sapim. 

t  Apwd  Buo.tom.  6L  A.D.  499.n.  36 
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catholic  church,  reckon  the  bishops  as  the  last  and  supreme^ 
beyond  whom  there  is  no  spiritual  power  but  in  Christ.  For, 
^^  as  the  whole  hierarchy  ends  in  Jesus,  so  does  every  parti- 
cular oiie  in  its  own  bishop'*.''  Beyond  the  bishop  there  is 
no  step,  till  you  rest  in  the  great  Shepherd  tmd  Bishop  of 
souls.  Under  him  every  bishop  is  supreme  in  spirituals,'*  and 
in  all  power,  which  to  any  bishop  is  given  by  Christ.  St.  Ig- 
natius, therefore,  exhorts,  that  *^  all  should  obey  their  bishop, 
and  the  bishop  obey  Christ,  as  Christ  obeyed  his  Father*.'* — 
There  are  no  other  intermedial  d^rees  of  Divine  institution. 
But,  as  Origen  teaches,  ^'  The  apostles,  and  they,  who,  nfter 
them,  are  ordained  by  God,  that  is,  the  bishops,  have  the  su- 
preme place  in  the  church,  and  the  prophets  have  the  second 
place."  The  same  also  is  taught  by  Pope  Grelasius^,  by 
St.  Jerome  ^,  aiid  Fulgentius  »,  and  indeed  by  all  the  fathers 
who  spake  any  thing  in  this  matter:  insomuch^  that  when 
Bellarmine  is,  in  this  question,  pressed,  out  of  the  book  of 
Nilus,  by  the  authority  of  the  fathers  standing  against  him,  he 
answers,  ^^  Papam  patres  non  habere  in  ecclesia,  sed  filios  om- 
nes :"  ^^  The  pope  acknowledges  no  fathers  in  the  church,  for 
they  are  all  his  sons." 

Now  although  we  suppose  this  to  be  greatly  sufficient  to 
declare  the  doctrine  of  the  primitive  cathoUc  church,  con- 
cerning the  equality  of  power* in  all  bishops  of  Divine  right: 
yet  the  fathers  have  also  expressly  declared  themselves,  that 
one  bishop  is  not  superior  to  another,  and  ought  not  to  judge 
another,  or  force  another  to  obedience.  They  are  the  words 
of  St.  Cyprian  to  a  council  of  bishops  %  ^^  None  of  us  makes 
himself  a  bishop  of  bishops,  or,  by  tyrannical  power,  drives 
his  colleagues  to  a  necessity  of  obedience ;  since  every  bishop, 
according  to  the  license  of  his  own  liberty  and  power,  hath 
his  own  choice,  and  cannot  be  judged  by  another,  not  yet 
himself  judge  another;  but  let  us  all  expect  the  judgment  of 
our  Lord  Jesus  Christ,  who  only  and  alone  hath  the  power 
of  setting  us  in  the  government  of  his  church,  and  judging 
of  what  we  do."  This  was  spoken  and  intended  against 
pope  Stephen,  who  did  then  begin  ^  doroinari  in  clero,'  *  to 

^  DioDyS.  Areop.  de  Eccles.  Hierarch.  de  Sacer.  perfect. 

*  Epitit*  ad  Sniyrnens.  et  ad  Philadel.  ^  Dist.  97.  c.  Duo  sunt. 

1  Jn  Jerem.  horn.  7.  et  adver.  Lucif.  ^  In  Concil.  Paris,  lib.  i.  c.  3.- 

°  Id  Concil.  Carthag. 
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]otA  ft  oirer  God^s  heritage,'  and  to  excoQantttdcale  Ibs 
bvetiir^i,  as  Demetrius  did  m  the  tine  of  the  afXKtieft.  them* 
sdhref:  but  they  both  found  thek  repiovera;  IXenaetrius  was 
diastised  by  St.  John  for  his  usorfxition,  and  ^qahen  by 
St.  Gy^pthn^;  and  this,  also  nvaa  apptoved  by  St.  Austin. 
We'ccmeiude  tMs  partieular  vitk  the  words  of  St.  Gregory^ 
blstiop-  of  Rome;  who,  because  the:  potriaxdi  of  Coofitan* 
linopfe  calfed  himself  uaxversal  bishc^,  said,  k  was  a  ^^  proud 
tide)  pvctfane,  sacrilegious,  and  antiehiistian  :'^  and,  therefive, 
he  Iktie  thought  that  his  successors  in  the  same  see  diould 
do  fievcely  challenge  that  antichristian  title*:  much  less  did  the 
then  Ni^op  oi  fLome,  in  those  ages  chaUenge  it  as  their  own 
pecttfiar ;  for  they  had  no  mind  to  be,  or  to  be  esteemed  anttT 
c]^ristian.  ^^  Romaiiopontifid  ohlatum  est,  sed  noEus  unquaay 
eorum  hoc  singularitatis  nomen  assumpsit.''  His  predeoesBon^ 
h  seemsj  had  be«i  tempted  with  an  cfi^r  of  that  title,  but 
none  of  theni  e?^  assumed  that  name  of  sit^gobarity,  as 
being  <  i^aihst  t^  law  of  the  Gospel,  and  the  canons  of  the 
church  C 

Now  this  being  a  matter,  of  which  Cltiist  spake  not  one 
word  to  St.  Peter,  if  it  be  a  matter  of  faith  imd  salvation,  as 
il  is  now  pretended  it  is  not  imaginable  he  woald  have  been 
so  perfectly  silent.  But  though  he  was  sUent  of  any  intcn* 
^on  to  do  this,  yet  St.  Paul  was  not  silent  ^h^  Ghiist  did 
ortherwiise;  fbr  he  hath  set  in  his  eburch  '  pnmiiiii  iqsostolos,^ 
^  first  of  aU'  apostles ;'  not,  first,  St.  Piet^r,  and  secondarily, 
a{)ostIes;  but  aB  the  apostles  were  first.  It  is  alto  vwHexit 
lihat  St.  Peter  did  not  carry  himself  so  as  t»  giTe  the  least 
overture  or  umbrage  to  make  any  <me  suspeet  he  had  any 
such  pre-emitience;  but  he  was,  as  St.  Chiysostom  ti^uly  saysr, 
IJi^eri  xoiv9is  Tsivra  TsofSv  yifo^fjvnr^  ^  he  did  all  things  with  the 
common  consent ;'  o^Ssv  aMofrtxoJs  ov^s  d^x^yiSsy  ^  nothing  by 
speda!  authority  or  principality:^  and  if  he  had  any  sudi,  it 
is  more  than  probable  tlmt  the  apostles  who  somved  him^^ 

®  D«  Bapt.  contr.  Donat.  lib.  iii.  c.  8. 

P  Lib.  iv.  ep.  76,  78/  81,  $4,  88,  8^,  &c.    Lib.  vi.  ep.  94^ 

4  Lib.  iv.  ep.  S3.     Quia  est  iste,  qui  contra  statuta  evangelica^  contra 

canonum  decieta,  novum  sibi  usuxpajre  nomen  prsesumit  ?    Videatur  epistola 

S.  Hiej^oa*  ad  Evagriuro,  Concil.  Chalced.  action  16.  Concil.  Nicen.  cai^.  6. 

et  9an.  7.  el  Concil  Conatan^iuoppl.  can.  8.  ^t  Novel..  JusUn.  181. 

r  In  Act.  Ajpoat.  bom*  8. 
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had  suooeeded  hiiQ  in  it^  rathe?  than  Ihe  tMBhop  of  Rome  t 
and  it  being  certmn^  as  the  bishop  of  Caaaries  coofesacBV 
'^  Tbfivt  there  is»  ixk  Seripture,  ik>  reyektion  thai  the  hiehap  of 
Rome  should  succeed  Fel^  in  it ;"  and  w^  hemg  there  told 
that   St.  Peter  was  at  Antioch,  but  never  that  he  was   at 
Rome;  it  being  confessed  by  some  of  their  own  parties  %  by 
cardinal   Cusanus,  Soto,  Driedo,  Canus,  and  Segoyius,  that 
this   succession  was  not  addicted  to   any   particular  church, 
nor   that  Christ^s   institution    aE  this    does  any  other    way 
'  appear ;  that  it  cannot  be  proved  that  the  bisliop  of  Rome  is 
prince  of  the  church :  it  being  also  certain,  that  there  was  no 
such  thing  known  in  the  primitive  church,  but  that  the  hcliy 
Others,  both  of  AfUca  and  the  East,  did  oppose  pope  Victor 
and    pope   Stephen,    when  they  began  to  interpose  with  il 
presumptive  authority,  in  the  affairs  of  other  churches ;  and 
that  the  bishops  of  the  church  did  treat  with   the  Roman 
l»shc^  as  with  a  brother,  not  as  their  superior :  and  that  the 
general  coundl,  held  at  Chalcedon,  <£d  give  to  the  l»8h<^s  of 
CcmslUmtinople  equat  lights  and  pre-emiaenee  with  the  Uahops 
of  Rome ;  and  that  the  Greek  churdies  are^  at  tUis  day,  and 
have  been  a  long  time,  great  opponents  of  this  pretension  of 
the  bishops  of  Rome :  and  after  all  this,,  sinee  it  ia  certain 
that  Christ,  who  foreknows  all  things,  did  also  know  that  th^re 
wouM  be  great  disputes  and  challenges  of  this  {Nre-eminence^^ 
did  indeed  mipppess  it  in  his    apostles,^    and  md    not   it 
should  be  otherwise  in  succession,  and  did  not  give  any  oooIp 
mand  to  his  church  to  obey  the  Indiops  of  Rome  as  hia  vioavsy 
more   than   what    he   ^mmanded  concerning    alt   bishops; 
it  must  be  certain,  that  it  cannot  be  necessary  to  salvatioi^  to 
do  so;    but  that  it  is   more  than  probaUe^  that  he  nevei^ 
intended  any  such  thing,  and  that  the  bishc^  of  Rome  have^ 
to  the  great  prejudice  of  Christendom,  made  a  great  sdusm, 
and  tHsurped  a  title  which  is  not  theur  due,  and  challenged  an 
authoitty  to  which  they  have  no  right,  and  have  set  them^ 
s^es  above  others,  who  are  their  eqiuals,  mid  impose  an 


•  CaBus  Loc.  Vtk^  vi.  o.  8.  p.  935.  Ed*  Sakoai^  1569. 
<  Concor.  Cath.  lib.  ii.  c.  S4.   Sent.  lib.  iv.  dist.  24.  q.  2.  art.  5.  De  Eccl. 
Pogrn.  lib.  iv.  c.  8. 

u  Luke,  xxii,  25.   Matt.  %x.  26,  27. 
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article  of  faith  of  their  own  contriving,  and  have  made  great 
preparation  for  antichrist,  if  he  ever  get  into  that  seat,  or  be 
in  already;  and  made  it  necessary  for  all  of  the  Roman 
communion  to  believe  and  obey  him  in  all  things. 


SECTION   XI. 


Theae  are  very  many  more  things,  in  which  the  church  of 
Rome  hath  greatly  turned  aside  from  the  doctrines  of  Scrip- 
ture, and  the  practice  of  the  catholic  apostolic  and  primitive 
church. 

Such  are  these :    The    invocation    of   saints ;    the   insuf- 
ficiency of  Scriptures  without   traditions    of.  faith  unto  sal- 
vation ;  their  absolving  sinnners  before  they  havC)  by  canoni- 
cal penances   and  the  fruits   of   a  good  life,    testified   their 
repentance ;  their  giving  leave  to  simple  presbyters,  by  papal 
dispensation,  to  give  confirmation  or  chrism;  selling  masses 
for    nine-pences;     circumgestation   df     the    eucharist    to  be 
adored;    the    dangerous   doctrine    of    the    necessity    of    the 
priests  intention  in  collating  sacraments,    by  which  device 
they  have  put  into  the  power  of  the  priest  to  damn  whom  he 
please  of  his  own  parish ;  their  affirming  that  the  mass  is  a 
proper  and  propitiatory   sacrifice   for  the  quick  and  dead; 
private  masses,  or  the   Lord^s   supper  without  communion, 
which  is  against  the  doctrine    and    practice  of  the    ancient 
church  of  Rome  itself,  and  contrary  to  the  tradition  of  the 
apostles,  if  we  may  believe  pope  Calixtus,    and  is   also  for- 
bidden under  piun   of  excommunication :    *^  Peracta  conse- 
cratione     omnes    communicent,     qui    noluerint    ecclesiastids 
carere  liminibus;  sic   autem    etiam    apostoli    statuerunt,    et 
sancta  Romana  tenet  ecclesia  i^    ^^  When  the  consecration  is 
finished,  let  all  communicate  that  will  not  be  thrust  from  the 
bounds  of  the  church ;  for  so  the  apostles  appointed,  and  so 
the  holy  church  of  Rome  does  hold'.'^     The  same  also  was 
decreed  by  Pope  Soter,  and  pope    Martin,  in  a  council  of 

»  De  Consecrat.  dist.  2.  cap.  Peracta,    Vide  etiam  ib.  cap.  In   Coetia,  ct 
cap.  Si  qais. 
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bishops,  and  most  severely  enjoined  by  the  canons  of  the 
apostles,  as  they  are  cited  in  the  canon  law  ^. 

There  are  divers  others;  but  we  suppose  that  those 
innovations,  which  we  have  already  noted,  may  be  sufficient 
to  verify  this  charge  of  novelty.  But  we  have  done  this  the 
rather,  because  the  Roman  emissaries  endeavour  to  prevail 
amongst  the  ignorant  and  prejudicate,  by  boasting  of  anti- 
quity, and  calling  their  religion  *  the  old  religion  and  the 
catholic  ;^  so  ensnaring  others  by  ignorant  words,  in  which  is 
no  truth;  their  religion,  as  it  is  distinguished  from  the 
religion  of  the  church  of  England  and  Ireland,  being  neither 
the  old  nor  the  catholic  religion ;  but  new  and  superinduced 
by  arts  known  to  all,  who,  with  sincerity  and  diligence,  have 
looked  into  their  pretences. 

But  they  have  taught  every  priest,  that  can  scarce  under- 
stand his  breviary  (of  which,  in  Ireland,  there  are  but  too 
many)  and  very  many  of  the  people,  to  ask,  '  Wherie  our 
reb'gion  was  before  Luther?'  Whereas  it  appears  by  the 
premises,  that  it  is  much  more  easy  for  us  to  show  our 
religion  before  Luther,  than  for  them  to  show  theirs  before 
Trent.  And  although  they  can  show  too  much  practice  of 
their  religion  in  the  degenerate  ages  of  the  church,  yet  we 
can,  and  do,  clearly  show  ours  in  the  purest  and  first  ages; 
and  can  and  do  draw  lines,  pointing  to  the  times  and  places 
where  the  several  rooms  and  stories  of  their  Babel  was 
builded,  and  where  polished,  and  where  furnished. 

But  when  the  keepers  of  the  field  slept,  and  the  enemy 
had  sown  tares,  and  they  had  choked  the  wheat,  and  almost 
destroyed  it:  when  the  world  complained  of  the  infinite 
errors  in  the  church,  and  being  oppressed  by  a  violent 
power,  durst  not  complain  so  much  as  they  had  cause :  and 
when  they,  who  had  cause  to  complain,  were  yet  themselves 
very  much  abused,  and  did  not  complain  in  all  they  might : 
when  divers  excellent  persons,  St.  Bernard,  demands  Grost- 
head,  Marsilius,  Ocham,  Alvarus,  Abbot  Joachim,  Petrarch, 
Savanarola,  Valla,  Erasmus,  Mantuan,  Gerson,  Ferus,  Gas- 

^  De  Consecr.  diet.  1.  c.  Omnes  fidel.  Omnes  fideles  qui  conveniunt  in 
solennitatibus  sacris  ad  ecclesiam,  et  Scriptures  apostolorum  et  evangelia 
audiant.  '  Qui  autem  non  perseverant  in  oratione  usque  dum  niissa  peragatur, 
nee  sanctam  communionem  percipiunt,  velut  inquietudinis  ecclesiie  com" 
p[iQventeB  convenit  communiooe  privari* 
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s^nder^  Andfess  Friciua,  Modrmus,  HermaBasns  CiiommBisy 
Wasseburgius,  archdeacon  of  Verdua,  Paulua  La^u&% 
Stapbiluis»  TdiespluMrus  de  Cus^sBtia,  Doctor  Talhepnlus, 
Fruacfts  Zabaiiel,  the  cardiBal»  and  pope  Adrian  hims^,  witli 
maoy  c^thert;  not  to  reckon.  WiekUfFe,  Ha89,  Jerome  of 
Pirogue,  tl^e  BobemiaQs>  smd  tke  poor  men  g£  JLyoos,  whcm 
th^y  <:aUed  her^tlcsy  and  confuted  with  fire  and  swoed ;  irhes 
ajmosl  «11  ChrMian  princes  did  compfadn  hesrily  of  thi&  eoiw 
rtipt  stole  ^  the  chuirdi^  aad  ci  rdigion,  and  bo  remedy  caaU> 
be  hadj  but  the  very  intended  remedy  made  thii^  mueh 
wor^e ;  then  it;  was  tBat  £v^s  Christian  kiisgdoniB,  and  par^ 
tiiculaFly  .the  church  of  Ignglt^, 

Turn  primuip  senio  docilid^  tua  ssecula,  Roma^ 
Erubuit ;  pudet  exacti  jam  tenpoiia^  odit  0 
Praiteritos  tedit  cmn  religio^ibus  wmQSf'-r^ 

being  ashamed  of  the  eErors,  8uperstitk)ns^  heresies,  and 
nnpieties,  whi^h  had  detui^ated.  the  faee  of  the  cburcb,-*r 
looked  in  the  ghsa  of  Scripture  and  pure  antk}isity;  and 
washed  away  those  stains  with  which  time^  and  inadTeitency, 
and  tyramiyy  had  besmeared  her ;  and  being  thus  deansed  and 
washed,  is  accuaed  by  the  Roman  .  parties  of  noyelty,  and 
condemned  because  she  refuses  to  run  into  the  same  excess  of 
riot  and  deordination.  But  we  cannot  deserve  blame,  who 
return  to  our  ancient  and  first  heakh,  by  prefemng  a  new 
cuve  before  an  oM  sore. 


►^-^pi*i^— ^^^•i^^i*^**'^"^ 


CHAPTER  II. 

The  Church  of  Romey  as  it  is  at  this  doff  di&arder^ed^  teaches 
Doctrines^  and  uses  Practices,  which  are  in.  ihemsehoesy  or 

:  in  their  true  and  immediate  ConsequenceSy  direct  ImpidieSy 
and  give  warranty  to  a  wicked  Life, 

SECTION  I. 

OuE  first  instance  is  in  their  doctrines  of  repentance.  For 
the  Rom^n  doctors  teach^  that  unless,  it  be  by  accident,  or 
in  respect  of  some  other  obligation,  a  sinner  is  not  bound 

c  Id  Chronic  ZilisMtoi, 
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preseBtly!  to  repent  of  kis  aifi,  as  soon  as  he  hath  committed 
it.  Some  tone  or  other  he  must  do  it ;  and  if  he  take  care 
flo  to  order  his  affairs,  that*  it  be  not  wholly  omitted,  but 
so  that  it  be  done  one  time  or  other,  he  is  not  by  the  preeept 
or  graee  of  repentance  bound  to  dx^  more.  Sootaa  and  Ud 
^hokfs,  a»y,  that  a  sinner  is  bound,  viz.  by  the  precept  of 
the  diorch,  to  irepeAt  on  hc^days^  especially  the  great  oae^^ 
But  this  is  thought  too  severe  by  Soto  and  Medina,  who 
teach  that  a  sinner  is  bound  to  repent  but  once  a  year,  that 
is  agUDst  Easten  These  doctors  indeed  do  differ  ocMiceming 
the  churches  sense;  which  according  to  the  best  of  them  is 
bad  enougk;  full  as  bad  as  it  is  stated  in  the  charge:  but 
they  agree  in  the  w€ff*at  part  of  it,  via.  that  tbou^  the 
churdb  calls  upon  sinners  to  repent  on  holydays,  or  at 
Easter ;  yet  that  by  the  law  of  God  they  are  not  tied  to 
so  much,  but  only  to  repent  in  the  danger  or  articfe  of  death. 
This  is  the  express  doctrine  taught  in  the  church  of  Rome, 
by  their  famous  Navor*;  and  for  this  he  quotes  pc^  Adxi&i^ 
and  eardinai  Cajetan,  and  finally  affirms  it  to  be  ^  the  sense 
ef  all  men^  The  same  also  is  taught  by  Regmaldus^  )9Ryi%> 
^'  It  is  true,  and  the  opinion  of  all  men,  that  the  time,  ia 
which  a  atnner  is  bound,  by  the  commandment  of  God,  to 
be  contrite  fbr  his  sins,  is  the  imminent  article  of  natural  or 
violent  death.'* 

We  shall  not  need  to  aggravate  this  sad  story,  by  the 
addition  of  other  words  to  the  same  purpose  in  a  worse 
degree;  such  as  those  words  are  of  the  same  Re^naldus, 
**  There  is  no  precept,  that  a  sinner  should  not  persevere 
in  enmity  against  God.  There  is  no  negative  precept  for- 
bidding such  a  perseverance.*  These^  are  the  Hvords  of  this 
man,  but  the  proper  and  necessary  consequent  of  that  which 
they  all  teach,  and  to  which  they  must  consent.  For  since 
it  is  certain  that  he  who  hath  sinned  against  G^d  and  his 
conscience,  is  in  a  state  of  enmity,  we  say  he,  therefore, 
ought  to  repent  presently,  because  until  he  hath  repented, 
he  is  an  enemy  to  God.  This  they  confess,  but  they  suppose 
it  concludes  nothing;  for  though  they  consider  and  confess 
this,  yet  they  still  saying,  a  man  is  not  bound  by  God's  law 
to  repent  till  the  article  of  deaths  do  consequently  say  the 

^  f^nchii.  c.  1 .  n.  31.        ^  Fisxis  fori  poanit.  lib.  v. c*  2.  sect.  4.  n.  23. 
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same  thing  that  Reginaldus  does,  and  that  a  man  is  not 
bound  to  come  out  of  that  state  of  eilmity,  till  he  be  in  those 
circumstances^  that  it  is  very  probable,  if  he  does  not  then 
come  out,  he  must  stay  in  it  for  ever.  It  is  something  worse 
than  this  yet,  that  Sotus""  says,  '^  Even  to  resolve  to  defer 
our  repentance,  and  to  refuse  to  repent  for  a  certain  time, 
is  but  a  venial  sin.""     But  Medina **,  says,  ^^  It  is  none  at  all.^ 

If  it  be  replied  to  this,  that  though  God  hath  left  it  to  a 
sinner^'s  liberty  to  repent  when  he  please,  yet  the  church  hath 
been  more  severe  than  God  hath  been,  and  ties  a  sinner  to 
repent,  by  collateral  positive  laws ;  for  having  bound  every 
one  to  confess  at  Easter,  consequently  she  hath  tied  every 
one  to  repent  at  Easter,  and  so,  by  her  laws,  can  lie  in  the 
gin  without  interruption  but  twelve  months,  or  thereabouts ; 
yet  there  is  a  secret  in  this,  which  nevertheless  themselves 
have  been  pleased  to  discover  for  the  ease  of  tender  con- 
sciences, viz.  that  the  church  ordains  but  the  means,  the 
exterior  solemnity  of  it,  and  is  satisfied,  if  you  obey  her 
laws  by  a  ritual  repentance;  but  the  holiness,  and  the  in- 
ward repentance,  which  in  charity  we  should  have  supposed 
to  have  been  designed  by  the  law  of  festivals,  ^'  Non  est  id 
quod  per  prseceptum  de  observadone  festorum  injungitur,''' 
^^  is  not  that  which  is  enjoined  by  the  church  in  her  law  of 
holydays*.'*  So  that  still  sinners  are  left  to  the  liberty 
which  they  say  God  gave;  even  to  satisfy  ourselves  with 
all  the  remaining  pleasures  of  that  sin  for  a  little  while,  even 
during  our  short  mortal  life :  only  we  must  be  sure  to  repent 
at  last. 

We  shall  not  trouble  ourselves  or  our  charges  with  con- 
futing this  impious  doctrine*  For  it  is  evident,  that  this 
gives  countenance  and  too  much  warranty  to  a  wicked  life ; 
and  that  of  itself  is  confutation  enough,  and  is  that  which 
we  intended  to  represent. 

If  it  be  answered,  that  this  is  not  the  doctrine  of  their 
church,  but  of  some  private  doctors ;  we  must  tell  you,  that, 
if  by  the  doctrine  of  their  church  they  mean  such  things 
only  as  are  decreed  in  their  councils  ;  it  is  to  be  considered, 

c.Dom.  st  Soto  in  quart,  sent.  diet.  17.  qu.  2.  art.  6.  concl.  secunda. 
'  Non  est  dubium  quin  id  licitum  sit.  Cod.  de  Poeniten.  Tract,  l.q.  6.  p.  18. 
edit.  Salmantic.  A.  D.  1553. 

«  Reginald,  lib.  de  Contrit.  c.  2.  cap.  4. 
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that  but  few  things  are  determined  in  their  councils  ;  nothing 
but  articles  of  belief,  and  the  practice  of  sacraments  relating 
to  public  order;  and  if  they  will  not  be  reproved  for  any 
thing,  but  what  we  prove  to  be  false  in  the  articles  of  their 
simple  belief,  they  take  a  liberty  to  say  and  do  what  they 
list,  and  to  corrupt  all  the  world  by  their  rules  of  consoi^ice. 
But,  that  this  is  also  the  doctrine  of  their  church,  their  own 
men  tell  us,  *^  Communis  omnium,^  &c.  ^Mt  is  the  doctrine 
of  all  their  men;^  so  they  affirm,  as  we  have  cited  their  own 
words  above :  who  also  undertake  to  tell  us,  in  what,  sense 
their  church  intends  to  tie  sinners  to  actual  repentance;  not 
as  soon  as  the  sin  is  committed,  but  at  certain  seasons,  and 
then  also  to  no  more  of  it,  than  the  external  and  ritual  part. 
So  that  if  their  church  be  injuriously  charged,  themselves 
have  done  it,  not  we.  And  besides  all  this,  it  is  hard  to 
suppose  or  expect  that  the  innumerable  cases  of  conscience, 
which  a  whole  trade  of  lawyers  and  divines  amongst  them 
have  made,  can  be  entered  into  the  records  of  coimdls  and 
public  decrees.  In  these  cases  we  are  to  consider,  who 
teaches  them  ?  Their  gravest  doctors,  in  the  face  of  the  sun, 
under  the  intuition  of  authority  in  the  public  conduct  of 
souls,  in  their  allowed  sermons,  in  their  books  licensed  by  a 
curious  and  inquisitive  authority,  not  passing  from  them,  but 
by  warranty  from  several  hands  intrusted  to  examine  them, 
*' Ne  fides  ecclesiae  aliquid  detrimenti.  patiatur;*^  ^^  that 
nothing  be  published  but  what  is  consonant  to  the  catholic 
faith.'"  And,  therefore,  these  things  cannot  be  esteemed 
private  opinions*^:  especially,  since  if  they  be,  yet  they  are 
the  private  opinions  of  them  all,  and  that  we  imderstand 
to  be  public  enough:  and  are  so  their  doctrine,  as  what 
the  scribes  and  pharisees  taught  their  disciples,  though  the 
whole  church  of  the  Jews  had  not  passed  it  into  a  law.  So, 
this  is  the  Roman  doctrine:  though  not  the  Roman  law. 
Which  difference,  we  desire  may  be  observed  in  many  of  the 
following  instances,  that  this  objection  may  no  more  inter- 
pose for  an  escape  or  excuse.  But  we  shall  have  occasion 
again  to  speak  to  it,  upon  new  particulars. 

But  this,  though  it  be  infinitely  intolerable,  yet  it  is  but 

'  Nod  illico  ut  homo  se  reum  sentit  culpsBj  poenitentue  lege  poenitere  con- 
stringitur.  Usee  profecto  conclusio  more  et  usa  ecclesise  satis  videtur  consta- 
bilita.  Ddm.  si  Soto,  in  quart,  sent.  dist.  17.  qu.  2.  art.  6. 
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%he  b^kitiii*rg  of  sotro^s.  For  the  guides  ^  "feouls  fe  thfe 
Boman  chtH'ch  have  prevark^ed  in  fdl  the  parts  of  rep^t- 
Mice,  most  sadly  and  dangerously. 

The  next  things,  thea-efore,  that  we  shrfl  remark,  are 
tkek  doctrines  eonceming  contrition :  winch  When  it  is 
geniiiiiie  and  tru^,  that  is,  a  true  6ordkl  sorrow  for  havitrg 
sinned  against  God ;  a  somhw  pito6eeding  from  iJie  lore  df 
God,  and  conversion  to  him,  and  ending  in  u  dereliction  dT 
all  our  sins,  and  a  walking  in  ^1  righteousness ;  bodi  tb^ 
psafans  and  the  prophets,  the  Old  Testament  and  the  New, 
the  Gi^ek  fathers  and  4he  Latin,  have  allowed  as  tsmfiictenlt 
for  the  pardon  of  our  sins  through  fai<3i  ih  Jesus  Gtirsil 
(as  our  writers  have  often  {proved  in  their  sermons,  and 
books  of  cpnscietkce) :  yet  first,  the  church  ^dt  Rome  does 
not  allow  it  to  be  of  any  Valoe,  unless  it  foe  joii^  wfth  n 
desire  to  confess  their  sins  to  A  priest ;  saying,  that  umeiahf 
vmtxitkm  is  not  reeoiteiled  to  God,  witfaont  ithe^  sacra- 
mental or  ritual  penance,  actual  or  votive ;  iittd  this  is  ci^ 
creed  by  the  council  of  Trent^ :  whicfa  thin^,  besides  tJiftt  i 
is  against  Scriptuve,  and  the  promises  of  th6  Gospd,  tod 
not  only  ^  teddies  f<^  doctrine  th«  cdmmcmdments  of  men, 
but  evacuates  die  goodness  <^  God  hy  their  trdditfions,  and 
weakness,  and  discourages  the  best  repentances^  s^  pi^fei^ 
repentance  towards  men,  before  that  which  the  Scripturb 
calls  repentamce  towards  God,  and  faith  in  <nfir  Lord  Jesus 
Ghiiat. 

But  the  m^Ugnity  of  this  doctrine,  ^id  its  influence  it 
^hath  on  an  evil  life,  appears  in  the  other  corresponding  peat 
iof  this  doctrine.  For  as  eontiition  without  their  ritual  and 
sacramental  cxmfemaoL  will  not  reconcile  us  to  God:  so 
attrition  (as  they  call  it)  or  contrition  imperfect,  proceeding 
imm  fear  of  damnation,  together  with  their  sacrameiit,  "will 
reconcile  the  sinn^.  Contrition  without  it,  will  not:  attrition 
with  it,  will  tecondle  us;  and,  therefore,  by  this  doctnne, 
whidi  is  expressly  decreed  at  Trent,  there  is  nb  ^lecessity 
of  CQQtritioii  at  all;  and  attrition  is  as  good  to  all  intents 
and  purposes  of  pardon :  and  a  little  repentance  will  prevaSi 
as  weH  as  the  greatest,  the  imperfect  as  well  as  the  perfect. 
So  Gulielmus  de  Rubeo^  explains  this  doctrine :  ^^  He  that 

9  Sessio.  4.  c.  4.  ^  In  4.0enU  dis^  18.  q.  K 
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i£XHifesses  his  mtis,  grieving  but  a  little,  obtidns  remisftjoti  of  his 
sins  by  the  sacrament  of  penance  ministered  to  him  by  th 
priest  absolving  him»^  So  that  although  God  working  contri- 
tion m  a  pemteot,  hath  not  done  his  work  for  him  without 
the  priest's  absolution,  in  desire  at  least ;  yet,  if  the  priest  do 
iua  part,  he  hath  done  the  work  for  l^e  penitent,  though 
iarod  had  not  Wrought  that  excellent  grace  of  ccntrition  in  the 
penitent. 

But  for  the  contrition  itself:  it  is  a  good  word,  but  of 
no  severity  or  afirightment  by  the  Roman  doctrine :  "  One 
contrition,  one  act  of  it^  though  but  little  and  remiss,  can  blot 
out  any,  even  the  greatest  sin"  (always  understanding  it  in 
4iw  seme  ttf  die  dnirdi^  that  as,  in  the  sacrament  of  penanc<^), 
auth  Cardinal  Tokt  \-^<<  A  certain  little  inward  grief  of 
sdad  is  lequined  to  the  perfection  of  repentance,"  said  Mai- 
donat^.  And  to  ^^  contrition  a  grief  in  genesal  for  ail  our  sins 
is  sufficient ;  but  it .  is  not  necessary  to  grieve  for  any  one  sin 
xoare  than  ancN^eiv"  said  Franciscus  de  Victorift  K  *^  The 
greatest  siti  and  the  smallest,  as  to  this,  are  all  alike;  and  as 
ibr  the  contritioii  itsdf,  any  intention  or  degree  whatsoever^  iii 
any  mstant  whatsoever^  is  sufficient  to  obtain  mercy  and  remisi- 
^toa^  said  the  same  author* 

Now  let  this  be  added  to  the  former^  and  the  sequel 
is  this.  That  if  a  man  Uve  a  wicked  lilEe  for  threescore  or 
fourscore  years  together, — ^yet  if  in  the  iurticle  of  his  deadly 
sooner  than  which  God  hath  not  commanded  him  to  repent, 
he  be  a  little  sorrowful  for  his  sins,  then  resolving  for  di^ 
present,  that  he  will  do  so  no  more ;  and  though  this  sorrow 
hath  in  it  no  love  of  God,  but  only  a  feax  of  hell,  and  a  hope 
that  God  Will  pardon  him ;  this,  if  the  priest  absdives  him^ 
does  instantly  pass  him  into  a  state  of  salvation.  The  priest 
with  two  fing^s  and  a  thumb  can  do  his  work  for  him ;  only 
he  must  be  greatly  disposed  and  prepared  to  receive  it; 
greatly^  we  say,  according  to  the  sense  of  the  Boman  church: 
foir  he  must  be  attrite,  cA  it  "wece  better  if  he  were  contrite; 
(xie  act  of  grief,  a  little  one,  aud  that  not  for  one  sin  mere  than 

*  Lib.  iii.  instrac.  oacerdot.  c.  5.  n.  4. 
'y-  Sum.  qu.  16L  art.  6. 
t    De  contrit  num.  107.  Qusecimque  intensio  contra  peccatum,  in  quo- 
cunqae  instantly  suificiet  ad  consequendam  inisericordiam  et  remissionem. 
Ibid.  n.  106. 
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another^  and  this  at  the  end  of  a  long  wicked  life,  at  the  time 
of  our  death,  will  make  all  sure. 

Upon  these  terms,  it  is  a  wonder  that  all  wicked  men  in  the 
world  are  not  papists ;  where  they  may  live  so  merrily,  and  die 
so  seciurely,  and  are  out  of  all  danger,  unless  peradventure 
they  die  very  suddenly,  which  because  so  very  few  do,  the  ven- 
ture is  esteemed  nothing,  and  it  is  a  thousand  to  one  on  the 
sinner^s  side. 


SECTION  II. 

We  know  it  will  be  said,  that  the  Roman  church  enjoins  con- 
fession, and  imposes  penances ;  and  these  are  a  great  restraint 
to  sinners^  and  gather  up  what  was  scattered  before.  The 
reply  is  easy,  but  it  is  very  sad.     For, 

1.  For  confession;  it  is  true,  to  them  who  arie  not  used 
to  it,  as  it  is  at  the  first  time,  and  for  that  once,  it  is  as  trou- 
blesome, as  for  a  bashful  man  to  speak  orations  in  public : 
but  where  it  is  so  perpetual  and  universal,  and  done  by  com- 
panies  and  crowds  at  a  solemn  set  time;  and  when  it  may  be 
done  to  any  one  besides  the  parish-priest,  to  a  friar  that  begs, 
or  to  a  monk  in  his  dorter,  done  in  the  ear,  it  may  be  to  a 
person  that  hath  done  worse,  and  therefore  hath  no  awe 
upon  me,  but  what  his  order  imprints,  and  his  viciousness 
takes  off;  when  we  see  women  and  boys,  princes  and  pre- 
lates do  the  same  every  day:  and  as  oftentimes  they  are 
never  the  better,  so  they  are  not  at  all  ashamed;  but  men 
look  upon  it  as  a  certain  cure,  like  pulling  off  a  man's  clothes 
to  go  and  wash  in  a  river;  and  make  it,  by  use  and  habit,  by 
confidence  and  custom,  to  be  no  certain  pain ;  and  the  women 
blush  or  smile,  weep  or  are  unmoved,  as  it  happens  under 
their  veil,  and  the  men  under  the  boldness  of  {heir  sex : 
When  we  see  that  men  and  women  confess  to-day,  and  sin 
to-morrow,  and  are  not  affrighted  from  their  sin  the  more  for 
it ;  because  they  know  the  worst  of  it,  and  have  felt  it  often, 
and  believe  to  be  eased  by  it:  certain  it  is,  that  a  little 
reason,  and  a  little  observation,  will  suffice  to  conclude,  that 
this  practice  of  confession  hath  in  it  no  affiightment,  not  so 
much  as  the  horror  of  the  sin  itself  hath  to  the  conscience. 
For  they  who  commit  sins  confidently,  will,  with  less  regret 
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(it  may  be)  confess  it  in  this  manner,  where  it  is'£he  fashion 
for  every  one  to  do  it.  And  when  all  the  world  observes  how 
loosely  the  Italians,  Spaniards,  and  French  do  live  in  their  car-« 
nivals;  giving  to  themselves  all  liberty  and  license  to  do  the 
vilest  things  at  that  time,  not  only  because  they  are  for  a  while 
to  take  their  leave  of  them,  but  because  they  are,  as  they  sup* 
pose,  to  be  so  soon  eased  of  their  crimes  by  confession,  and  the 
circular  and  never-failing  hand  of  the  priest ;  they  will  have 
no  reason  to  admire  the  severity  of  confession ;  which  as  it  was 
most  certainly  intended  as  a  deletory  of  sin,  and  might  do 
its  first  intention,  if  it  were  equally  managed ;  so  now  cer* 
tainly  it  ^ves  confidence  to  many  men  to  sin,  and  to  most 
men  to  neglect  the  greater  and  more  effective  parts  of  essential 
repentance. 

We  shall  not  need  to  observe  how  confession  is  made  a 
minister  of  state,  a  picklock  of  secrets,  a  spy  upon  families, 
a  searcher  of  incUnations,  a  betra}dng  to  temptations ;  for  this 
is  wholly  by  the  fault  of  the  men,  and  not  of  the  doctrine ; 
but  even  the  doctrine  itself,  as  it  is  handled  in  the  church  of 
Rome,  is  so  far  from  bringing  peace  to  the  troubled  con- 
sciences, that  it  intromits  more  scruples  and  cases  than  it  can 
resolve. 

For  besides  that  itself  is  a  question,  and  they  have  made 
it  dangerous  by  pretending  that  it  is  by  Divine  right  and 
institution,— -for  so  some  of  the  schoolmen^  teach;  and  the 
canonists  say  the  contrary^  and  that  it  is  only  of  human 
and  positive  constitution, — ^and  by  this  difference  in  so  great  a 
point,  have  made  the  whole  economy  of  their  repentance, 
which  relies  upon  the  supposed  necessity  of  confession,  to 
fail,  or  to  shake  vehemently,  and,  at  the  best,  to  be  a  founda* 
tion  too  uncertain  to  build  the  hopes  of  salvation  on  it :  be- 
sides all  this,  we  say,  their  rules  and  doctrines  of  confession 
enjoin  some  things  that  are  of  themselves  dangerous,    and 

*  Vide  Biel^lib.  iv.  diet.  IT.  q.  1.  et  Scotum^  ibid,  et  BoBavent.  ib.  n.  S. 

^  Melius  dicitur,  earn  iDstitutam  fuisse  a  quadam  universali  Ecclesi»  txadi- 
tione«  qus^m  ex  Novi  vel  Veteris  Testamenti  autoritate ;  et  tamen  negatar  heec 
traditio  esse  universalis.  Confessio  non  est  necessaria  apud  Greecos,  quia  non 
emanavit  ad  illos  traditionaliter.  De  Poenit.  dist.  5.  in  principio  Gloss,  ibid. 
Vide  etiam  Panormitan.  super  Oecreta,  lib.  v.  cap.  Quod  autem^cap.  Omnis 
utriusque  sexus^  sect.  18.  extrav.  Gloss.  Maldonatus  fatetur  omnes  cauo- 
nistas  in  banc  sententiam  consensisse.  Disp.  de  Saciam.  torn.  ii.  c.  2.  de 
Confess.  Grig. 

VOL.  X.  O 
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lead  into  temptation.  An  instance  of  this  is  in  that  which  is 
decreed  in  the  canons  of  Trent  ^,  that  the  penitent  must  not 
only  confess  every  mortal  ^n,  which,  after  diligent  inquiry, 
he  remembers,  but  even  his  very  sinful  thoughts  in  particular, 
and  his  secret  desires,  and  every  circumstance  which  changes 
the  kind  of  the  nn,  or,  as  some  add,  does  notably  increase 
it :  and  how  can  this  be  safely  done,  and  who  is  sufficient  for 
these  things,  and  who  can  tell  his  ^circumstances  without 
tempting  his  confessor,  or  betraying,  and  defaming  another 
person,  (which  is  forbidden)  and  in  what  cases  it  may  be 
done,  or  in  what  cases  omitted  ?  and  whether  the  confession 
be  valid  upon  infinite  other  considerations,  and  whether  it  be 
to  be  repeated  in  whole  or  in  part,  and  how  often  ?  and  how 
much?  these  things  are  so  uncertain,  casual,  and  contingent, 
and  so  many  cases  are  multiplied  upon  every  one  of  these, 
and  these  so  disputed  and  argued  by  their  greatest  doctors, 
by  Thomas,  and  Scotus,  and  all  the  schoolmen,  and  by  the 
pasuists;  that,  as  Beatus  Rhenanus  complains,  it  was  truly 
observed  by  the  fiunous  John  Geilerius,  that  according  to 
their  cases,  inquiries,  and  conclusions,  it  is  impossible  for  any 
man  to  make  a  right  confession.  So  that  although  the  4iame 
of  private  confession  be  very  tolerable  and  easy,  yet  the  cases 
and  scruples  which  they  have  introduced,  are  neither  easy  nor 
tolerable ;  and  though,  as  it  is  now  used,  there  be  but  Uttle  in 
it  to  restrain  from  sin;  yet  there  is  very  much  danger  of  in-* 
preasing  it,  and  of  receiving  no  benefit  by  it. 


SECTION  III, 

But  then  for  penances  and  satisfactions  (of  which  they  boast 
so  much,  as  being  so  great  restraints  to  sin),  these  as  they 
are  publicly  handled,  are  nothing  but  words  and  ineffective 
sounds.  For  first,  if  we  consider  what  the  penances  them- 
selves are  which  are  enjoined;  they  are  reduced  from  the 
ancient  canonical  penances  to  private  and  arbitrary,  from 
years  to  hours,  from  great  severity  to  gentleness  and  flattery, 
tram  fasting  and  public  shame,  to  the  saying  over  their 
beads,  from  cordial  to  ritual,  from  smart  to  money,  from 

c  Seis,  4.  can.  7. 
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heartiness  and  earnestness  to  pageantry  and  theatrical  iiaages 
of  penance ;  and  if  some  confessors  happen  to  be  severey 
there  are  ways  enough  to  be  eased.  For  if  the  penitml 
may  have  leave  to  go  to  a  gentler,  or  he  may  get  eommuta* 
dons,  or  he  may  get  somebody  else*  to  do  them  for  him :  and 
if  his  penances  be  ever  so  great,  or  ever  so  little,  yet 
it  may  be  all  supplied  by  indulgences ;  of  which  there  are 
sueh  stores  in  the  Lateran  at  Rome,  that,  as  Pope  Bmuface 
said,  ^^No  man  is  able  to  number  them,*^  yet  he  confinned 
than  all. 

In  the  church  of  '  Santa  Maria  de  Popolo*  there  are  for 
every  day  in  the  year  two  thousand  and  eight  hundred  years 
of  pardon,  besides  fourteen  thousand  and  fourteen  caren* 
tanes ;  which,  in  one  year,  amount  to  more  than  a  millicHi : 
all  which  are  confirmed  by  the  popes  Paschal  I.  Boniface  VIII. 
and  Gregory  IX.  In  the  church  of  St.  Vitus  and  Modestus, 
iti&ce  are,  for  every  day  in  the  year,  seven  thousand  years, 
and  seven  thousand  carentanes  of  pardon,  and  a  pardon  of 
»  third  part  of  all  our  sins  besides ;  and  the  price  of  all 
this  is  but  praying  before  an  altar  in  that  church.  At  the 
sepulchre  of  Christ  in  Venice  there  is  hung  up  a  prayer  of 
St.  Austin,  with  an  indulgence  of  fourscore  and  two  thousand 
years,  granted  by  Boniface  VIII.,  (who  was  of  all  the  "popeB 
the  most  bountiful  of  the  church's  treasure)  and  Bene* 
diet  XI.,  to  him  that  shall  say  it,  and  that  for  every  day 
*  toties  quoties.^  The  Divine  pardon  of  Sica  gave  a  plenary 
indulgence  to  every  one,  that  being  confessed  and  commu- 
nicated should  pray  there  in  the  Franciscan  church  of  *  Santa 
Maria  degli  Angdii,^'  and  this  pardon  is  ^  ab  omni  poena  et 
culpa.'  The  English  of  that  we  easily  understand;  but  the 
meaning  of  it  we  do  not,  because  they  will  not  own  that 
these  indulgences  do  profit  any  one,  whose  guilt  is  not  taken 
away  by  the  sacrament  of  penance.  But  this  is  not  the  only 
snare  in  which  they  have  inextricably  entangled  themselves : 
but  be  it  as  they  please  for  this ;  whatever  it  was,  it  was  since 
enlarged  by  Sixtus  IV.  and  Sixtus  V.  to  all  that  shall  wear 
St.  Francis's  cord.  The  saying  a  few  Pater  nosters  and  Aves, 
before  a  privileged  altar,  can,  in  innumerable  places,  procure 
vast  portions  of  this  treasure ;  and  to  deliver  a  soul  out  of 

*  Eman.  Sk,  V.  Sittiifoct.  n.  10.  Tokt.  lib.  lii*  Instr.  Sacerd.  c.  11.  n.  6, 
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purgatory,  whom  they  list,  is  promised  to  many  upon  easy 
terms,  even  to  the  saying  of  their  beads  over  with  an  append- 
ant medal  of  the  pope's  benediction.  Every  priest,  at  his 
third  or  fourth  mass,  is  as  sure  as  may  be,  to  deliver  the  souls 
of  his  parents:  and  a  thousand  more  such  stories  as  these  are 
to  be  seen  every  where  and  every  day. 

Once  for  all :  there  was  a  book  printed  at  Paris  by  Francis 
Begnault,  A.  D.  1586,  May  25,  called  '  The  hours  of  the 
most  blessed  Virgin  Mary,  according  to  the  use  of  Sarum ;' 
in  which,  for  the  saying  three  short  prayers  written  in  Rome, 
in  a  place  called  *  The  chapel  of  the  holy  cross  of  seven  Ro- 
mans,' are  promised  fourscore  and  ten  thousand  years  of 
pardon  of  deadly  sin**.  Now  the  meaning  of  these  things  is 
very  plain.  .  By  these  devices  they  serve  themselves,  and 
they  do  not  serve  God.  They  serve  themselves  by  this  doc- 
trine :  for  they  teach  that  what  penance  is  ordinarily  imposed, 
does  not  take  away  all  the  punishment  that  is  due;  for  they 
do  not  impose  what  was  anciently  enjoined  by  the  penitential 
canons,  but  some  little  thing  instead  of  it :  and,  it  may  be,  that 
what  was  anciently  enjoined  by  the  penitential  canons,  is  not 
so  much  as  .God  Wl  exact :  for  they  suppose  that  he  will  for- 
give nothing  but  the  guilt  and  the  eternity ;  but  he  will  exact 
all  that  can  be  demanded  on  this  side  hell,  even  to  the  last 
farthing  he  must  be  paid  some  way  or  other,  even  when  the 
guilt  is  taken  away  :— but  therefore  to  prevent  any  failing  that 
way,  they  have  given  indulgences  enough  to  take  off  what  was 
due  by  the  old  canons,  and  what  may  be  due  by  the  severity 
of  Grod;  and  if  these  fail,  they  may  have  recourse  to  the 
priests,  and  they  by  their  masses '.  can  make  supply :  so  that 
their  disciples  are  well,  and  the  want  of  ancient  discipline  shall 
do  them  no  hurt. 

But  then  how  little  they  serve  God's  end  by  treating  the 
sinner  so  gently,  will  be  very  evident.  For  by  this  means 
they  have  found  out  a  way,  that  though,  it  may  be,  God 
will  be  more  severe  than  the  old  penitential  canons;  and 
although  these  canons  were  much .  more  severe  than  men  are 
now  willing  to  suffer;  yet  neither  for  the  one  or  the  other 
shall  they  need  to  be  troubled  :  they  have  found  out  an  easier 
way  to  go  to  heaven  than  so.     And  indulgence  wiU  be  no 

b  Tolet.  InBtr.  Sacerd.  lib.  iii.  c.  1 1.  n.  6. 
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great  charge,  but  that  will  take  off  all  the  supernumerary 
penaneesj  which  ought  to  have  been  imposed  by  the  ancient 
discipline  of  the  church,  and  may  be  required  by  God.  A 
little  alms  to  a  priest,  a  small  oblation  to  a  church,  a  pil- 
grimage to  the  image  or  relics  of  a  saint,  wearing  St..  Francis's 
cord,  saying  over  the  beads  with  an  hallowed  appendant, 
entering  into  a  fraternity,  praying  at  a  privileged  altar,  leaving 
a  legacy  for  a  soul-mass,*  visiting  a  privileged  cenjetery,  and 
twenty  other  devices,  will  secure  the  sinner  from  suffering 
punishment  here  or  hereafter,  more  than  his  friendly  priest  is 
pleased  gently  to  impose. 

To  them  that  ask.  What  should  any  one  need  to  get  so 
many  hundred  thousand  years  of  pardon,  as  are  ready  to  be 
had  upon,  very  easy  terms, — They  answer, .  as  before;  that 
whereas  it  may  be  for  peijury,  the  ancient  canons  enjoined 
penance  all  their  life*" ;  that  will  be  supposed  to  be  twenty  or 
forty  years,  or.  suppose  an  hundred;  if  the  man  have  been 
perjured  a  thousand  times,,  and  committed  adultery  so  often, 
and  done  innumerable  other  sins,  for  every  one  of  which  he 
deserves  to  suffer  forty  years^  penance ;  and  how  much  more 
in  the  account  of  God. he  deserves,  he  knows  not:  if  he  be 
attrite,  and  confessed  so,  that  the  guilt  is  taken  away,  yet,  as 
much  temporal  punishment  remains  due  as  is  not  paid  here: 
but  the  indulgences  of  the  church  will  take  off  so  much  as 
it  comes  to,  even  of  all  that  would  be  suffered  in  purgatory; 
Now  it  is  true,  that  purgatory  (at  least  as  is  believed)  cannot 
last  a  hundred  thousand  years;  but  yet  God  may,  by  the 
acerbity  of  the  flames  in  twenty  years,  equal  the  canonical 
penances  of  twenty  thousand  years :  to  prevent  which,  these 
indulgences  of  so  many  thousand  years  are  devised.  A  wise 
and  thrifty  invention  sure,  and  well  contrived,  and  rightly 
applotted  according,  to  every  man'^s  need,  and  according  as 
they,  suspect  his  bill  shall  amount  to. 

This  strange  invention,  as  strange  as  it  is^  will  be  owned ; 
for  this .  is  the  account  of  it,  which  we  find  in  Bellarmine  ^ ; 
and  although  Gerson  and  Dominicus  k  Soto  are.  ashamed  of 
these  prodigious  indulgences,  and  suppose  that  the  pope^s 
questuaries  did  procure  them,  yet  it  must  not  be  so  dis- 

c  Vide  Concil.  Tribur.  c.  54.    Burchard.  lib.  xix.    TertuL  lib.  de  Poeni** 
tentia. 
.    d  j>e  Jndul^nt.  lib.  ii  c*  9*  sect.  ^xi9tit  autem. 
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owned ;  timth  is  truth,  and  it  is  notorioudly  so ;  atid  therefore 
a  reason  must  be  found  out  for  it;  and  this  it  is^  wfaidiwe 
have  accounted*  But  the  use  we  make  of  it,  is  this;  that 
since  they  have  declared,  that  when  sins  are  pardoned  so 
easily,  yet  the  punishment  remains  so  very  great,  and  that 
so  much  must  be  suffered  here  or  in  purgatory ;  it  is  strange 
that  they  should  not  only  in  effect  pretend  to  show  laore 
mercy  than  God  does,  or  the  primitive  church  did ;  but  that 
they  should  directly  lay  aside  the  primitive  discipline,  and 
while  they  declaim  against  their  adversaries,  for  saying  they 
are  not  necessary,  yet  at  the  same  time  they  should  devise 
tricks  to  take  them  quite  away ;  so  that  neither  penance  shall 
mudi  smart  here,  nor  purgatory  (which  is  a  device  to  make 
men  be  Mulatas,  as  the  Spaniard  calls  half-'Christaans,  a 
device  to  make  a  man  go  to  heaven  and  to  hell  too)  shall 
not  torment  them  hereafter.  However  it  be,  yet  things  are 
so  ordered,  that  the  nckse  of  penances  need  not  trouble  the 
greatest  criminal,  unless  he  be  so  unfortunate  ae  to  live  hi 
no  country  tod  near  no  church,  and  without  priest  at  fHend$ 
or  money,  or  notice  of  any  thing  that  is  so  loudly  talked  of 
in  Christendom.  If  he  be,  he  hath  no  help  but  one  |  he  must 
live  a  holy  and  a  sev^e  life,  which  is  the  only  great  ^calamity 
which  they  are  commanded  to  suffer  in  the  church  of  En^aadi 
but  if  he  be  not,  the  case  is  plain,  he  may  by  these  doctrines 
take  his  ease. 


SECTION  IV. 

We  doubt  not,  but  they  who  understand  the  poper  sequel 
of  these  things,  will  not  wonder  that  the  church  of  Rome 
should  have  a  numerous  Coinpatiy  of  proselytes,  made  up  of 
isuch  as  fhe  begiimings  of  David's  army  were.  But  •  that  we 
may  undeceive  them  also,  for  to  their  souls  we  intend  charity 
and  relief  by  this  address,  we  have  thought  fit  to  add  one 
consideration  more,  and  that  is,  that  it  is  not  fit  that  they 
should  trust  to  this,  or  any  thing  of  this ;  not  only  because 
there  is  no  foundation  of  truth  in  these  new  devices,  but 
because  even  the  Roman  doctors  themselves,  when  they 
are  pinched  with  an  objection^   let  their  hold  go,  and  to 
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escape,  do,  in  remarkable  measures,  destroy  their  own  new 
buUding. 

The  case  is  this :  to  them  who  say,  that  if  there  were  truih 
in  these  pretensions,  then  all  these^  and  the  many  millions  of 
indulgences  mcMre,  and  the  many  other  ways  of  releasing  souls 
out  of  purgatory,  the  innumerable  masses  said  every  day,  the 
power  of  the  keys  so  largely  employed,  would,  in  a  short  time^ 
have  emptied  purgatory  of  all  her  sad  inhabitants,  or,  it  may 
be,  very  few  would  go  thither,  and  they  that  unfortunately 
do,  cannot  stdy  long;  and  consequently,  besides  that,  this 
great  softness  and  easiness  of  procedure  would  give  ccm*- 
fidence  to  the  greatest  sinners,  and  the  hopes  of  purgatory 
would  destroy  the  fears  of  hell,  and  the  certainty  of  doing 
well  enough  in  an  imperfect  life,  would  make  men  careless  of 
the  more  excellent ;  besides  these  things,  there  will  need  no 
continuation  of  pensdons,  to  pray  for  persons  dead  many  years 
1^:  to  them,  I  say,  who  talk  to  them  at  this  rate,  they  have 
Enough  to  answer. 

Deceive  not  yourselves,  there  are  more  things  to  be 
reckoned  for  than  so.  For,  when  you  have  deserved  great 
puni£Junents  for  great  sins,  and  the  guilt  is  taken  off  by 
absoliition,  and  (you  suppose)  the  punishment  by  indulgences 
or  the  satisfaction  of  others;  it  may  be  so,  and  it  may  be 
not  so. 

For  1.  It  is  according  as  your  indulgence  is.  Suppose 
it  for  forty  years,  or  it  may  be  an  hundred,  or  a  thousand 
(and  that  is  a  great  matter) ;  yet,  peradvoiture,  according  to 
the  old  penitential  rate,  you  have  deserved  the  penance  of 
forty  thousand  years;  or  at  least,  you  may  have  d<me  so 
by  the  more  severe  account  of  God ;  if  the  penance  of  forty 
years  be  taken  off  by  your  indulgence,  it  does  as  much 
of  the  work  as  was  promised  or  intended ;  but  you  can  fed 
little  ease,  if  still  there  remains  due  the  penance  of  threescore 
thousand  years.  No  man  can  tell  the  difference,  whm  what 
remains  shall  be  so  great  as  to  surmount  all  the  evils  of 
this  Me ;  and  the  abatanent  may  be  accounted  by  pen  and 
ink,  but  will  signify  little  in  the  perception:  it  is  like  the 
casting  out  (^  a  devil  out  of  a  miserable  demoniack,  when^ 
there  still  remains  fifty  more,  as  bad  as  he  that  went  away : 
the  man  will  hardly  find  how  much  he  is  advanced  in  his 

cure. 

But  ».  You  have,  with  much  labour  and  some  diarge. 
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purchased  to  yourself  so  many  quadragenes,  or  lents  of 
pardon ;  that  is,  you  have  bought  off  the  penances  of  so  many 
times  forty  days.  It  is  well ;  but  were  you  well  advised  ?  It 
may  be,  your  quadragenes  are  not  carenes,  that  is,  are  not  a 
quitting  the  severest  penances  of  fasting  so  long  in  bread  and 
water :  for  there  is  great  difference  in  the  manner  of  keeping 
a  penitential  lent,  and  it  may  be,  you  have  purchased  but  some 
lighter  thing ;  and  then,  if  your  demerit  arise  to  so  many  ca- 
renes, and  you  purchased  but  mere  quadragenes,  without  a 
minute,  and  table  of  particulars,  you  may  stay,  longer  in  pur- 
gatory than  you  expected. 

.  8.  But  therefore,  your  best  way  is  to  get  a  plenary,  indul- 
gence * ;  and  that  may  be  had  on  reasonable  terms :  but  take 
heed  you  do  not  think  yourself  secure,  for  a  plenary  indul- 
gence does  not  do  all  that  it  may  be  you  require ;  for  there  is 
an  indulgence  more  full,  and  another  most  full,  and  it  is  not 
agreed  upon  among  the  doctors,  whether  a  plenary  indulgence 
is  to  be  extended  beyond  the  taking  off  those  penances,  which 
were  actually  enjoined  by  the  confessor,  or  how  far  they  go 
further.  And  they  that  read  Turrecremata,  Navar,  Cordu- 
bensis,  Fabius,  Incamatus,  Petrus  de  Soto,  Armilla  Aurea, 
Aquinas,  Tolet,  Cajetan,  in  their  several  accounts  of  indul- 
gences, will  soon  perceive,  that  all  this  is  but  a  handful  of 
smoke ;  when  you  hold  it,  you  hold  it  not. 
'  4.  But  further  yet ;  all  indulgences  are  granted  upon  some 
inducement^  and  are  not  *  ex  mero  motu,**  or  *  acts  of  mere 
grace '  without  cause ;  and  if  the  cause  be  not  reasonable, 
they  are  invalid :  and  whether  the  cause  be  sufficient,  will 
be  very  hard  to  judge.  And  if  there  be  for  the  indulgence, 
yet,  if  there  be  not  a  reasonable  cause  for  the  quantity  of  the 
indulgence,  you  cannot  tell  how  much  you  get :  and  the 
preachers  of  indulgences  ought  not  to  declare  how  valid  they 
are  *  assertive,'  that  is,  by  any  confidence ;  but  *  opinative,' 
or  «  recitative,'  they  can  only  tell  what  is  said,  or  what  is  their 
own  opinion. 

5.  When  this  difficulty  is  passed  over,  yet,  it  may  be,  the 
person  is  not  capable  of  them ;  for,  if  he  be  not  in  the  state 
of  grace,  all  is  nothing;  and  if  he  be,  yet  if  he  does  not  per- 
form the  condition  of  the  indulgence  actually,  his  mere  endea- 
vour, or  good  desire,  is  nothing.     And  when  the  conditions 

»  Vide  Joan,  de  Turrecremata  in  comment,  dist*  Ude  Poeni(en^ 
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are  actually  done,  it  must  be  inquired,  whether,  in  the  time  of 
doing  them,  you  were  in  charity ;  whether  you  be  so  at  least 
in  the  last  day  of  finishing  them :  it  is  good  to  be  certain  in 
this,  lest  all  evaporate,  and  come  to  nothing.  But  yet,  sup* 
pose  this  too,  though  the  work  you  are  to  do  as  the  condition 
of  the  indulgence,  be  done  so  well  that  you  lose  not  all 
the  indulgence ;  yet,  for  every  degree  of  imperfection  in  that 
work,  you  will  lose  a  part  of  the  indulgence,  and  then  it  will 
be  hard  to  tell,  whether  you  get  half  so  much  as  you  pro- 
pounded to  yourself.  But  here  Pope  Adrian  troubles  the 
whole  affair  again  ^ :  for,  if  the  indulgence  be  only  given  ac- 
cording to  the  worthiness  of  the  work  done,  then  that  will  avail 
of  itself  without  any  grant  from  the  church ;  and  then  it  is 
hugely  questionable,  whether  the  pope^s  authority  be  of  any 
use  in  this  whole  matter. 

6.  But  there  is  yet  a  greater  heap  of  dangers  and  uncer- 
tainties ;  for  you  must  be  sure  of  the  authority  of  him,  that 
gives  the  indulgence,  and  in  this  there  are  many  doubtful 
questions ;  but  when  they  are  over,  yet  it  is  worth  inquiry 
(for  some  doctors  are  fearful  in  this  point),  whether  the 
intromission  of  venial  sins,  without  which  no  man  lives, 
does  hinder  the  fruit  of  the  indulgence  :  for  if  it  does,  all  the 
cost  is  lost. 

7.  When  an  indulgence  is  given,  put  case  to  abide  forty 
days  on  certain  conditions,  whether  these  forty  days  are  to  be 
taken  collectively  or  distributively ;  for,  because  it  is  confessed^ 
that  the  matter  of  indulgence  is  '  res  odibilis,^  an  hateful  and 
^  an  odious  matter  % '  it  is  not  to  be  understood  in  the  sense  of 
favour,  but  of  greatest  severity ;  and,  therefore,  it  is  good  to 
know  beforehand  what  to  trust  to,  to  inquire  how  the  bull  is 
penned,  and  what  sense  of  law  every  word  does  bear ;  for  it 
may  be  any  good  man^s  case.  If  an  indulgence  be  granted  to 
a  place  for  so  many  days  in  every  year,  it  were  fit  you  inquire, 
for  how  many  years  that  will  last ;  for  some  doctors  say,  that 
if  a  definite  number  of  years  be  not  set  down,  it  is  intended 
to  last  but  twenty  years.  And,  therefore,  it  is  good  to  be  wise 
early. 

8.  But  it  is  yet  of  greater  consideration :  if  you  take  out 
a  bull  of  indulgence,  relating  to  the  article  of  death,  in  case 
you  recover  that  sickness,  in  which  you  thought  you  should 

^  Hist.  Concil.  Trident,  lib.  i.  pag.  20.  Londin.edit. 
^  Fab.  Incarnat.  scrutin.  Sacerd.  de  Indulgent. 
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use  it, — ^you  must  consider,  whether  you  must  not  take  out  a 
new  one  for  the  next  fit  of  sickness ;  or,  will  the  first,  ^vhich 
stood  for  nothing,  keep  cdd,  and,  withoitt  any  sensible  error, 
serve  when  you  shall  indeed  die  ? 

9.  You  must  also  inquire,  and  be  rightly  informed,  whether 
an  indulgence  granted  upon  a  certain  festival  will  be  valid,  if 
the  day  be  changed  (as  they  were  all  at  once  by  the  Gregorian 
calendar) :  or,  if  you  go  into  another  country,  where  the  feast 
is  not  kept  the  same  day,  as  it  happens  in  movable  feasts,  and 
on  St.  Bartholomew's  day,  and  some  others. 

10.  When  your  lawyers  have  told  you  their  opinion  of  all 
these  questions,  and  given  it  under  their  hands,  it  will  conceni 
you  to  inquire  yet  further,  whether  a  succeeding  pope  have  not, 
or  cannot  revoke  an  indulgence  granted  by  his  predecessors ; 
for  this  is  often  done  in  matters  of  favour  and  privileges ;  and 
the  German  princes  complained  sadly  of  it ;  and  it  was  com- 
plained in  the  council  of  Lyons  \  that  Martin,  the  legate  of 
pope  Innocent  VIII.,  revoked  and  dissipated  all  former 
grants  t  and  it  is  an  old  rule,  '*  Papa  nunquam  sibi  ligat 
manus,*'  "  The  pope  never  binds  his  own  hands."  But  here 
some  caution  would  do  well. 

11.  It  is  worth  inquiry,  whether,  in  the  yeai*  of  jubilee,  all 
other  indulgences  be  suspended ;  for,  though  some  think  they 
are  not,  yet,  Navar  and  Emanuel  Sk,  afiirm,  that  they  are ; 
and  if  they  chance  to  say  true  (for  no  man  knows  whether  they 
do  or  do  not),  you  may  be  at  a  loss  that  way.  And  when  all 
this  is  done,  yet 

12.  Your  indulgences  will  be  of  no  avail  to  you  in  reserved 
cases,  which  are  very  many.  A  great  many  more  very  fine 
scruples  might  be  moved,  and  are  so ;  and,  therefore,  when 
you  have  gotten  all  the  security  you  can  by  these,  you  axe 
not  safe  at  all.  But,  therefore,  be  sur^  still  to  get  masses  to 
be  said. 

So  that  now  the  great  objection  is  answered;  you  need 
not  fear  that  saying  masses  will  ever  be  made  unnecessary 
by  the  multitude  of  indulgences :  the  priest  must  still  be 
employed  and  entertained  in  '  subsidium,'  since  there  are 
so  many  ways  of  making  the  indulgence  good  for  nothing ; 
and,  as  for  the  fear  of  emptying  purgatory  by  the  free  and 
liberal  use  of  the  keys,  it  is  very  needless ;  because  the  pope 

^  Centum  gravtim.  Germ,  Idem  facere  Volait  Paulas  Quintus  in  Veneturum 
causa. 
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cannot  evacuate  purgatory*,  or  give  so  many  indulgences 
as  to  take  out  all  souls  from  thence :  and,  therefore,  if  the 
popes,  and  the  bishops,  and  the  legates,  have  been  already  too 
free,  it  may  be,  there  is  so  much  in  arrear,  that  the  treasure 
of  the  church  is  spent,  or  the  church  is  in  debt  for  souls; 
or  else,  though  the  treasure  be  inexhaustible,  yet  so  much 
of  her  treasure  ought  not  to  be  made  use  of,  and,  therefore, 
it  may  be,  that  your  souls  shall  be  postponed,  and  must 
stay  and  take  its  turn  God  knows  when.  And,  therefore, 
we  cannot  but  commend  the  prudence  of  Cardinal  Alber- 
notius',  who,  by  his  last  will  took  order  for  fifty  thousand 
masses,  to  be  said  for  his  soul ;  for  he  was  a  wise  man,  and 
loved  to  make  all  as  sure  as  he  could. 

But  then,  to  apply  this  to  the  consciences  of  the  poor 
people  of  the  Roman  communion.  Here  is  a  great  deal 
of  treasure  of  the  church  pretended^  and  a  great  many 
favours  granted,  and  much  ease  promised,  and  the  wealth 
of  the  church  boasted  of,  and  the  people's  money  gotten ; 
and  that  this  may  be  a  perpetual  spring,  it  is  clear  amongst 
their  own  writers,  that  you  are  not  siure  of  any  good  by 
all  that  is  past,  but  you  must  get  mare  security,  or  this 
may  be  nothing.  But  how  easy  were  it  for  you  now  to 
conclude,  that  all  this  is  but  a  mere  cozenage,  an  art  to 
get  money  ?  but  that  is  but  the  least  of  the  evil,  it  is  a  certain 
way  to  deceive  souls.  For  since  there  are  so  many  thou* 
sands  that  trust  to  these  things,  and  yet,  in  the  confession 
of  your  own  writers,  there  are  so  many  fallibilities  in  the 
whole,  and  in  every  part,  why  will  you  suffer  yourselves 
so  weakly  and  vainly  to  be  cozened  out  of  your  souls  with 
promises  that  signify  nothing,  and  words  without  virtue, 
and  treasures  that  make  no  man  rich,  and  indulgences 
that  give  confidence  to  sin,  but  no  ease  to  the  pains  which 
follow  ? 

Besides  all  this,  it  is  very  considerable,  that  this  whote 
affair  is  a  state  of  temptation;  for  they  that  have  so  many 
ways  to  escape,  will  not  be  so  careful  of  the  main  stake, 
as  the  interest  of  it  requires.  He  that  hopes  to  be  relieved 
by  many  others,  will  be  tempted  to  neglect  himsdtf:    there 

<!  Fabius  Incarnatus  Sc rutin.  Sacerdot.  de  indulgent,  sect,  antepen.  edit. 
Barcilion.  1628. 
f  Apud  Genes.  Sepulvedam.  in  vita  Egidii  Albernotii  Cardinal. 


204  A   DISSUASIVE   FROM   POPERY. 

is  a  h  i^iyat  an  ^  Unum  necessarium,'  even  that  ^^  we  work 
out  our  own  salvation  with  fear  and  trembling.'^  A  little 
wisdom,  and  an  easy  observation,  were  enough  to  make  all 
men  that  love  themselves,  wisely  to  abstain  from  such  diet, 
which  does  not  nourish,  but  fill  the  stomach  with  wind  and 
imagination.     But  to  return  to  the  main  inquiry. 

We  desire  that  it  be  considered,  how  dangerously  good 
life  is  undermined,  by  the  propositions  collaterally  taught 
by  their  great  doctors,  in  this  matter  of  indulgences,  besides 
the  main  and  direct  danger  and  deception. 

1.  **  Venial  sins,  preceding  or  following  the  work  enjoined 
for  getting  indulgences,  hinder  not  their  fruit.;  but  if  they 
intervene  in  the  time  of  doing  them,  then  they  hinder'."  By 
this  proposition  there  is  infinite  uncertainty  concerning  the 
value  of  any  indulgence;  for,  if  venial  sins  be  daily  incur- 
sions, who  can  say,  that  he  is  one  day  clean  from  them  ?  And 
if  he  be  not,  he  hath  paid  his  price  for  that  which  profits  not, 
and  he  is  made  to  rely  upon  that  which  will  not  support  him. 
But  though  this  being  taught,  doth  evacuate  the  indulgence, 
yet  it  is  not  taught  to  prevent  the  sin  ;  for,  before  and  after, 
if  you  commit  venial  sins,  there  is  no  great  matter  in  it :  the 
inconvenience  is  not  great,  and  the  remedy  is  easy ;  you 
are  told  of  your  security,  as  to  this  point  beforehand. 

2.  Pope  Adrian  taught  a  worse  matter.  "  He  that  will 
obt£un  indulgence  for  another,  if  he  does  perform  the  work 
enjoined,  though  himself  be  in  deadly  sin,  yet  for  the  other 
he  prevails^ :"  as  if  a  man  could  do  more  for  another  than 
he  can  do  for  himself;  or,  as  if  God  would  regard  the 
prayers  of  a  vile  and  a  wicked  person,  when  he  intercedes  for 
another,  and  at  the  same  time,  if  he  prays  for  himself,  his 
prayer  is  an  abomination.  God  first  is  entreated  for  our- 
selves, and  when  we  are  more  excellent  persons,  admits 
us  to  intercede,  and  we  shall  prevail  for  others;  but  that 
a  wicked  person,  who  is  under  actual  guilt,  and  obliged 
himself  to  sufier  all  punishment,  can  ease  and  take  off  the 
punishment  due  to  others  by  any  externally-good  work  done 
ungraciously,  is  a  piece  of  new  divinity  without  colour  of 
reason  or  religion.     Others  in  this  are  something  less  scan* 

ts  Fab.  Incaro.  ubi  supra. 

^  Apud  Petrum  de  Soto  lect.  de  Instit.  Sacerd.  de  necessariis  ad  effectum 
indulg. 
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dalous;  and  affirm,  that  though  it  be  not  necessary,  that 
when  the  indulgence  is  granted,  the  man  should  be  in  the 
state  of  grace ;  yet  it  is .  necessary,  that  at  some  time  or 
other  he  should  be;  at  any  time  (it  seems)  it  will  serve.  For 
thus,  they  turn  divinity,  and  the  care  of  souls,  into  mathe- 
matics and  clock-work,  and  dispute  minutes  and  periods 
with  Grod,  and  are  careful  to  tell  their  people  how  much 
liberty  they  may  take,  and  how  far  they  may  venture,  lest 
they  should  lose  any  thing  of  their  sin^s  pleasure,  which 
they  can  possibly  enjoy,  and  yet  have  hopes  of  their  being 
saved  at  last. 

3.  But  there  is  worse  yet.  If  a  man  willingly  commits  a 
sin  in  hope  and  expectation  of  a  jubilee,  and  of  the  indul* 
gences  afterwards  to  be  granted,  he  does  not  lose  the  in- 
dulgence, but  shall  receive.it:  which  is  expressly  affirmed 
by  Navar*,  and  Antonius  Cordubensis*', — ^and  Bellarmine^, 
though  he  asks  the  question,  denies  it  not.  By  which  it  is 
evident,  that  the  Roman  doctrines  and  divinity  teach  con- 
trary to  God^s  way ;  who  is  most  of  all  angry  with  them  that 
^^  turn  his  grace  into  wantonness,^',  and  sin  ^^  that  grace  may 
abound/^ 

4.  If  any  man,  by  reason  of  poverty,  cannot  give  the 
prescribed  alms,  he  cannot  receive  the  indulgence.  Now 
since  it  is  sufficiently  known,  that  in  all  or  most  of  the  in< 
dulgences,  a  clause  is  sure  to  be  included,  that  s(»nething 
be  offered  to  the  church,  to  the  altar,  to  a  religious  house", 
&c.  the  consequent  of  this  will  be  soon  seen,  that  indul- 
gences are  made  for  the  rich,  and  the  treasures  of  the  church 
are  to  be  dispensed  to  them  that  have  treasures  of  their 
own ;  for  "  Habeni  dabitur.^'  But  God  help  the  poor ;  for 
them  purgatory  is  prepared,  and  they  must  burn:  for  the 
rich  it.  is  pretended,  but  the  smell  of  fire  will  not  pass  upon 
them. 

From  these  premises  we  suppose  it  but  too  evident,  that 
the  Roman  doctors  prevaricate  in  the  whole  doctrine  of 
repentance,  which  indeed,  in  Christ  Jesus,  is  the  whole  eco- 
nomy of  justification  and  salvation;  it  is  the  hopes  and  staff 
of  all  the  world,  the  remedy  of  all  evils  past,  present,  and 

^  In  Tract,  de  Jubilseo  natab.  34.  n.  4.  et  6. 

^  Qu.  37.  de  Indulg.  prop.  3. 

ILib.  i.  de  Indulg.  c.  10.  Sect.  Altera  dubitatto. 

^  Scrutin.  Sacerd.  ubi  supra. 
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to  come.  And  if  our  physic  be  poisoned,  if  our  staff  be 
broken,  if  our  hopes  make  us  ashamed,  how  shall  we  afipeeff 
before  Christ  at  his  coming  ?  But  we  say,  that,  in  all  the  parts 
of  it,  their  doctrine  is  infinitely  dangerous. 

1.  Ccmtrition  is  sufficient,  if  it  be  but  one  little  act,  md 
that  in  the  very  article  of  death ;  and  before  that  time  it  is 
not  necessary  by  the  law  of  God,  nay,  it  is  indeed  sufficient ; 
but  it  is  also  insufficient, — ^for  without  confession,  in  act  or 
desire,  it  suffices  not.  And  though  it  be  thua  insufficiently 
sufficient,  yet  it  is  not  necessary:  for  attrition  is  also  suffi** 
dent  if  a'priest  can  be  had;  id  then  any  Httle  grief  pro- 
ceeding  out  of  the  fear  of  hell  will  do  it,  if  the  priest  do  but 
absolve. 

^.  Confession  might  be  made  of  excellent  use,  and  is  so 
among  the  pious  children  of  the  church  of  England;  but  by 
the  doctrines  and  practices  in  the  church  of  Rome  it  is  made, 
not  the  remedy  of  sins  by  proper  energy,  but  the  excuse,  the 
alleviation,  the  confidence,  the  ritual,  external,  and  sacra- 
mental remedy,  and  serves  instead  of  the  labours  of  a  holy 
and  a  regular  life;  and  yet  is  so  entangled  with  innumerable, 
and  inextricable  cases  of  conscience,  orders,  human  prescripts, 
and  great  and  little  artifices,  that  scruples  are  more  increased 
than  sins  are  lessened. 

3.  For  satisfactions  and  penances,  which,  if  they  were 
rightly  ordered,  and  made  instrumental  to  kill  the  desires  of 
sin,  or  to  punish  the  criminal,  or  were  properly  the  fruits 
of  r^entance,  that  is,  parts  of  a  holy  life,  good  works  done 
in  charity,  and  the  habitual  permanent  grace  of  God,  were 
so  prevaUing,  as  they  do  the  work  of  God :  yet  when  they 
are  taken  away,  not  only  by  the  declension  of  primitive  dis- 
cipline, but  by  new  doctrines  and  indulgences,  regular  and 
offered  commutations  for  money,  and  superstitious  practices, 
which  are  sins  themselves,  and  increase  the  numbers  and 
weights  of  the  account,  there  is  a  great  way  made  for  the 
destruction  of  souls,  and  the  discountenancing  the  necessity 
of  holy  life ;  but  nothing  for  the  advantage  of  holiness,  or  the 
becoming  like  to  God. 

And  now  at  last  for  a  cover  to  this  dish,  we  have  thought 
fit  to  mind  the  world,  and  to  give  caution  to  all  that  mean 
to  live  godly  in  Christ  Jesus,  to  what  an  infinite  scandal  and 
impiety  this  affair  hath  risen  in  the  church  of  Rome,  we 
mean  in  the  instance  of  their  ^*  taxa  cameras,  seu  cancellariae 
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apbstolicse,^  <^  the  tax  of  the  apostolical  chamber  or  chan- 
cery;'' a  book  publicly  printed,  and  exposed  to  common 
sale;  of  which  their  own  Espencaeus*  gives  this  account; 
that  it  is  a  book,  in  which  a  man  may  learn  more  wickedness, 
than  in  all  the  summaries  of  vices  published  in  the  world: 
and  yet  to  them  that  will  pay  for  it,  there  is  to  many  given 
a  license,  to  all  an  absolution,  for  the  greatest  and  moat 
horrid  sins.  There  is  a  price  set  down  for  his  absolution, 
that  hath  killed  his  father  or  his  mother,  brotho*,  sbter,  or 
wife,  or  that  hath  lain  with  his  sister  or  his  mother.  We 
desire  all  good  Christians  to  excuse  us  for  naming  such 
horrid  things ; 

Nomina  sunt^  ipBo  pen^  timenda  bodo. 

But  the  licenses  are  printed  in  Paris  in  the  year  1600,  by 
Tossan  Denis.  Pope  Innocent  VIII.  either  was  author  or 
enlarger  of  these  rules  of  this  chancery-tax,  and  there  are 
glosses  upon  them,  in  which  the  scholiast  himself,  who  made 
them,  affirms,  that  he  must,  for  that  time,  conceal  some 
things  to  avoid  scandal.  But  how  far  this  impiety  proceeded, 
and  how  little  regard  there  is  in  it  to  piety,  or  the  good  of 
souls,  is  visible  by  that  which  Augustinus  de  Ancona* 
teaches ;  '^  that  the  pope  ought  not  to  give  indulgences  to 
them,  who  have  a  desire  of  giving  money,  but  cannot,  as  to 
them  who  actually  give.'*  And  whereas  it  may  be  objected, 
that  then  poor  men's  souls  are  in  a  worse  condition  than  the 
rich ;  he  answers,  **  that  as  to  the  remission  of  the  punish- 
ment acquired  by  the  indulgence,  in  such  case  it  is  not  in- 
convenient, that  the  rich  should  be  in  a  better  condition 
than  the  poor." — ^For  in  that  manner  do  they  imitate  God 
who  is  no  respecter  of  persons. 


SECTION  V. 


These  observations  we  conceive  to  be  sufficient  to  deter 
every  well-meaning  person  from  runnipg  .into  or  ainding  in 
such  temptations.  Every  false  propad^^f'^  ^^^  leads  to 
impiety,  is  a  stock  and  fountain  of  temptations;  and  these 

»  Dignrea,  2.  ad  c.  1.  epiit.  ad  Titiun.        •  De  Poteit,  Papn^q.  8.  ad  3. 
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which  we  have  reckoned  in  the  matter  of  repentance,  having 
influence  upon  the  whole  life,  are  yet  much  greater,  by  cor- 
rupting the  whole  mass  of  wisdom  and  spiritual  propositions. 
There  are  indeed  many  others.  We  shall  name  some  of 
them,  but  shall  not  need  much  to  insist  on  them.    Such  as  are, 

1.  That  one  man  may  satisfy  for  another'.  It  is  the 
general  doctrine  of  the  church:  the  divines  and  lawyers 
consent  in  it,  and  publicly  own  it:,  the  effect  of  which  is 
this,  that  some  are  made  rich  by  it,  and  some  are  careless; 
but  '^  qui  non  solvit  in  sere,  luat  in  corpore,^  is  a  canonical 
rule ;  and  though  it  was  spoken  in  the  matter  of  public 
penances,  and  so  relates  to  the  exterior  court,  yet  it  is  also 
practised  and  avowed  in  satisfactions  or  penances  relating 
to  the  inward  court  of  conscience,  and  penance  sacramental ; 
and  the  rich  man  is  made  negligent  in  his  duty,  and  is  whipped 
upon  another  man's  back,  and  his  purse  only  is  the  penitent ; 
and,  which  is  worst  of  all,  here  is  a  pretence  of  doing  that, 
which  is  too  near  blasphemy  but  to  say.  For  by  this  doctrine, 
it  is  not  to  be  said  of  Christ  alone,  that  "  he  was  wounded 
for  our  transgressions,"  that  he  only  satisfied  for  our  sins; 
for  in  the  church  of  Rome  it  is  done  frequently,  and  pre- 
tended daily,  that  ^  by  another  man*s  stripes  we  are  healed.' 

2.  They  teach,  that  a  habit  of  sin,  is  not  sin,  distinct  from 
those  former  actions,  by  which  the  habit  was  contracted. 
The  secret  intention  of  which  proposition,  and  the  malignity 
of  it,  consist  in  this,  that  it  is  not  necessary  for  a  man  to 
repent  speedily ;  and  a  man  is  not  bound  by  repentance  to 
interrupt  the  procedure  of  his  impiety,  or  to  repent  of  his 
habit,  but  of  the  single  acts  that  went  before  it.  For  as  for 
those  that  come  after,  they  are  excused,  if  they  be  produced 
by  a  strong  habit ;  and  the  greater  the  habit,  the  less  is  the 
sin :  but  then  as  the  repentance  need  not,  for  that  reason,  be 
hasty  and  presently;  so  because  it  is  only  to  be  of  single 
acts,  the  repentance  itself  need  not  be  habitual,  but  it  may 
be  done  in  an  instant;  whereas  to  mortify  a  habit  of  sin 
(which  is  the  true  and  proper  repentance)  there  is  required  a 
longer  time,  and  a  procedure  in  the  methods  of  a  holy  life. 
By  this,  and  such  like  propositions,   and  careless  sentences, 

*  Sk,  Aphor.  verb.  Satisfa.  num.  10.  Scrutio.  Sacerdot.  Tract,  de  Indalg. 
sect,  penult.  Saarez^  part.  4.  in  9.  disp.  S8.  tect.  9. 
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they  have  brought  it  to  that  pass,  that  they  reekon  a  sitigie 
act  of  contrition,  at  any  time,  to  be  sufficient  to  tdke  away 
the  wickedness  of  a  long  life.     Now  that  this  is  the  avowed 
doctrine  of  the  Roman  guides  of  souls,  will  sufficiently  appear 
in  'the  writings  of  their  chiefest,  of  which  no  learned  man 
can  be  ignorant*.     The  thing  was  of  late  openly  and  pro- 
fessedly disputed  against  us,  and  will  not  be  denied.     And 
that  this  doctrine  is  infinitely  destructive  of  the  necessity  of 
a  good  life,  cannot  be  doubted  of,  when  themselves  do  own 
the  proper  consequents  of  it,   even   the  unhecessariness  of 
present  repentance,  or  before  the  danger  of  death;  of  whicK 
we  have   already  ^ven  accounts.     But  the  reason  why  we 
remark  it  here,  is  that  which   we  now  mentioned,   because ' 
that  by  the  doctrine  of  vicious  habits,   having  in  them  no 
malignity  or  sin,  but  what  is  in  the  single  preceding  acts, 
there  is  an  excuse  made  for  millions  of  sins :  for,  if  bj-  an 
evil  habit  the  sinner  is  not  made  worse,  and  more  hated  by 
God,  and  his  sinful  acts  made  not  only  more,  but  more  cri- 
minal; it  will  follow,  that  the  sins  are  very  niuch  lessened: 
for  they  being  not  so  voluntary  in  their  exercise  and  distinct 
emanation,  are  not  in  present  so  malicious ;  and,  therefore,  he 
that  hath  gotten  a  habit  of  drunkenness  or  swearing,  sins 
less  in  every  act  of  drunkenness,  or  profane  oath,  than  he 
that  acts  them  seldom,  because  by  his  habit  he  is  more  in- 
clined, and  his  sins  are  almost  natural,  and  less  considered, 
less  chosen,  and  not  disputed  against;  but  pass,  by  inad- 
vertency and  an   untroubled  consent,   easily  and  promptly, 
and  almost  naturally,  from,  that  principle :    so  that  by  this 
means,  and  in  such  cases  when  things  are  come  to  this  pass, 
they  have  gotten  an  imperfect  warrant  to  sin  a  great  deal, 
and  a  great   while,   without   any  new   great  inconvenience : 
which  evil  state  of  things  ought  to  be  infinitely  avoided  by 
all  Christians  that  would  be  saved  by  all  means ;  and,  there- 
fore, all  such  teachers,  and  all  such  doctrines,  are  carefully  to 
be  declined,  who  give  so  much  uneasiness,  not  only  to  the 
remedies,  but  to  the  sins  themselves.     But  of  this,  we  hope,  it 
may  be  sufficient  to  have  given  this  short  warning. 

3.  The  distinction  of  mortal  and  venial  sins,  as  it  is  taught 

^  Granat.  in  Materia  de  Peccatia,  tract.  8.  disput.   1.  sect.  1.  F.  Knott 
against  ChiUingworth,  in  his  Infidelity  Unmasked,  pp.  105, 106,  107,  &c. 
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in  the  church  of  Rome,  is  a  great  cause  of  wickedi^essy  and 
careless  conversation.  For  although  we  do^  with  ail  the 
ancient  doctors,  admit  of  the  distinction  of  sins  mortal  and 
yenial ;  yet  we  aiso  teach,  that  in  their  Qwn  mutur^i  find  in 
the  rigour  of  the  Divine  justice,  every  sin  is  da^nnable?  and 
deserves  God's  ^nger,  apd  that  in  the  unregenerate  th^y  ar^ 
so.  una^count^,  a|)4  that  ixx  \kel\  ^e  damned  suffer  for  small 
and  great  in  a  common  maaa  of  tcHrment ;  ye^  by  the  Diy^fe 
mercy  and  compassion,  the  smi|ller  sins  wluch  pom^  by  sur* 
prisiey  or  by  invincible  ignorance,  or  inadvertency,  or  un^vcad- 
nble  infirmity,  shall  not  be  imputed  to  thooe  who  love  Gods 
2ind  delight  not  in  tl\e  smallest  sin,  but  u^  cauti^  and 
prayers,  watchfulness  and  remedies  fgainst  theip.  3ut  if 
my  man  delights  ii^  small  w^%  and  heaps  them  into  nmpbers, 
and,  by  deliberation  or  Ucentiousues^,  they  grow  nuinero^us, 
or  are  in  any;  sense  choseso^^  or  lakeu  in»  by  contempt  cif 
Pivin^  law,  they  do  put  us  £ram  the  favoiu:  of  Gi)d,  ^d  wiU 
pass  into  severe  accounts.  And  thoi^gh  sin^  ar^  gl^eater  qr 
less  by  comparison  to  each  other,  yet  the  smaller  is  a  bn^*- 
den  too  great  foir  us  without  the  aUowancei^  of  the  Pivin^ 
mercy. 

But  the  church  of  Rome  teaches,  ^hajt  there  U  a  whoW 
kind  of  sins,  which  are  venial  in  their  own  nf^ture,  «ucb, 
which  if  they  were  all  together,  all  in  the  w^i^ld  conjpined, 
could  not  equal  one  mortal  sin%  nor  destroy  charity,  nor  pu( 
us  from  the  ^vour  of  God;  sucb»  foijp  which,  no  man  can 
perish  ^  "  etiamsi  nullum  pactum  ^ssift  de  remi^ione,"  "though 
God^s  merciful  covena^^t  of  pardon  did  not  intervene.'*  And 
whereas  Christ  said,  *'  Of  every  idle  word  a  mim  shall  sp^k) 
he  shall  give  account  at  the  day  of  judgment;"  and>  "  By 
your  words  ye  shall  be  justified  ;^  ai^j^  *'  By  your  words  ye 
shall  be  condenmed:"  Bellarmine  expressly  ^rn^  "  It  i3 
not  intelligible,  hpw  an  idle  word  $hoi4d,  in  its  own  njA^ure, 
be  worthy  of  the  eternal  wrath  of  God,  and  eternal  flames.'* 
— M^y  other  desperate,  words  qx^.  spoken  by  the  Bomaa 
doctor^  in  this  question;  which  we  love,  npt  to  aggravate, 
because  the  m#n  thing  '^  acknowledged  by  them  aU., 

'  Bellarm.  lib.  i.  de  Amis.  Gratis,  c.  13.  sect.  AUerumest.  £t  de  Sacmm. 
Enohar.  lib.  iv.  c.  19.  sect.  Respondeo. 

^  Cap.  14.  sect.  Adde  postretbo.  De  ^vg^tor.  lib.  ».  c.  II.  sect.  Protetur 
ultimo. 
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But  now  we  appeal  to  the  reason  and  consdenceB  df  all 
men.  Whether  this  doctrine  of  dns,  venial  in  their  own  na« 
ture,  be  not  greatly  destructive  to  a  holy  life?  When  it  is 
plain  that  they  give  rest  to  men's  consciences  for  one  whole 
kind  of  dns ;  fn*  sudi,  which  because  they  occur  every  day^ 
in  a  very  short  time  (if  they  be  not  interrupted  by  the  grace 
of  repentance)  will  swell  to  a  prodigious  heap.  But  con-* 
cemin^  thesci  we  are  bidden  to  be  quiet;  for  we  are  told 
that  all  the  heaps  of  these  in  the  world  cannot  put  us  out  of 
God^s  favour.  Add  to  this,  that  it  being,  in  thousands  of 
cases,  impossible  to  teJl,  which  are,  and  which  are  not  venial 
in  thdr  own  nature,  and  in  their  appendant  circumstances, 
either  the  people  are  cozened  by  this  doctrine  into  a  useless 
confidence:  and  for  all  this  talking  in  their  schools,  they 
must  nevertheless  do  to  venial  ^ns,  as  they  do  to  mortal, 
that  is,  mortify  them,  fight  against  them,  repent  speedily  of 
them,  and  keep  them  from  running  into  mischief;  and  then 
all  their  kind  doctrines  in  this  article  signify  no  comfort  at 
ease,  but  all  danger  and  difficulty,  and  useless  dispute;  or 
else,  if  really  they  mean,  that  this  easiness  of  opinion  be 
made  use  of,  then  the  danger  is  imminent,  and  Carelessness 
introduced,  and  licentiousness  in  all  little  things  is  easily  in- 
dulged; and  m^s  souls  are  daily  lessened  without  repair,  and 
kept  fix>m  growing  towards  Christian  perfection,  and  from 
^  destroying  the  whole  body  of  sin  ;^  and  in  short,  '  despising 
little  things,  they  perish  by  little  and  little.' 

This  doctrine  also  is  worse  yet  in  the  handling.  For  it 
hath  infinite  influence  to  the  disparagement  of  holy  life,  not 
only  by  the  uncertain,  but,  as  must  frequently  happen,  by 
the  false  determination  of  innumerable  cases  of  conscience. 
For  it  is  a  great  matter,  both  in  the  doing  and  the  thing 
done,  both  in  the  caution  and  the  repentance,  whether  such  an 
action  be  a  venial  or  a  mortal  sin.  If  it  chance  to  be  mortal, 
and  your  confessor  says  it  is  venial,  your  soul  is  betrayed. 
And  it  is  but  a  chance  what  they  say  in  most  cases ;  for  they 
call  what  they  please  venial,  and  they  have  no  certain  rule 
to  answer  by;  which  appears  too  sadly  in  their  innumerable 
differences,  which  are  amongst  all  their  casuists,  in  saying, 
what  is,  and  what  is  not  m<»rtal ;  and  of  this  there  needs  no 
greater  proof  than  the  reading  the  little  summaries  made  by 
their  most  leading  guides   of   conscience,  Navar,   Cajetan, 
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Tolet,  Emanuel  S^,  and  others;  where  one  says  such  a  thing 
is  mortal,  and  two  say  it  is  venial.    . 

And  lest  any  man  should  say  or  think,  ^  This  is  no  great 
matter  ;^-— we  desire  that  it  be  considered,  that,  in  venial  sins, 
there  may  be  very  much  fantastic'  pleasure,  and  they  that 
retain  them,  do  believe  so;  for  they ; suppose  the  pleasure  is 
great  enough  to  outweigh  the  intolerable  pains  of  purgatory; 
and  that  it  is«  more  eligible  to  be  in  hell  awhile,  than  to  Cross 
their  appetites  in  such  small  things.  And  however  it  happen 
in  this  particukr,  yet,  because  the  doctors  differ  so  infinitely 
and  irreconcilably,  in  saying  what  is,  and  what  is  not  venial : 
whoever  shall  trust  to  thhii  doctrine,  saying,  that  such  a  sin  is 
venial:  and  to  their  doctrine,  that  says,  it  does  not  exclude 
from  God'^s  favour,  may,  by  these  two  propositions,  be  damned 
before  he  is  aware. 

It 

We  omit  to  insist  upon  their  express  contradicting  the 
words  of  our  blessed  Saviour,  who  taught  his  church  ex- 
pressly, "  that  we  must  work  in  the  day-time';  for  the  night 
eome:th,  and  no  man  worketh:^  Let  this  be  as  true  as  it  can 
in  the  matter  of  repentance  and  mortification,  and  .working 
out  our  pardon  for  mortal  sins ;  yet  it  is  not  true  in  venial 
sins,  if  we  may  believe  their  great  St.  Thomas*,  whom  also 
Bellarmine' follows  in  it ;  for  he  affirms,  that  by  the  acts  of 
love  and  patience  in  purgatory,  venial  sins  are  remitted ; 
and  that  the  acceptation  of  those  punishments  proceeding  out 
of  charity,  is  a  virtual  kind  of  penance.  But  in  this  particular 
we. follow  not  St.' Thomas  nor  Bellarmine,  in  the  church  of 
England .  and  Ireland ;  for  we  believe  in  JesUs  Christ  and 
follow  him.  If  men  give  themselves  liberty  as  long  as  they 
are  alive,  to  commit  one  whole  kind  of  sins,  and  hope  to  work 
it  out  after  death  by  acts  of  charity  and  repentance,  which 
they  would  not  do  in  their  life-time;  either  they  must  take  a 
course  to  sentence  the  words  of  Christ  as  savouring  of  heresy, 
or  jelse  they  will  find  themselves  to  have  been  at  first  deceived 
in  their  proposition,  and  at  last  in  their  expectation.  Their 
faith  hath  failed  them  here,  and  hereafter  they  ^ill  be  ashamed 
i)f  their  hope. 

«  In 4.  sent. dist.  2 1,  q.  1 .  art.  2. 
f  Lib.  i.  Cr  U.  de  Purgator.sect.  Est  eigo  opinio  vera. 
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SECTION  VI. 

Thebe  is  a  proposition,. which  indeed  is  new,  but  is  now  the 
general  doctrine  of  the  leadihg  njen  in  the  church  of  Rome ; 
and  it  is  the  foundation  on  which  their  doctors  of  conscience 
rely,  in  their  decision  of  all  cases  in  which  there  is  a  doubt 
or  question  made  by  themselves ;  and  that  is,  "  That  if  an 
opinion  or  speculation  be  probable,  it  may  in  practice  be  safely 
followed  i^  and  if  it  be  inquired,  What  is  sufficient  to  make 
an  opinion  probable  ?  the  answer  is  easy,  "  Sufficit  opinio 
alicujus  gravis  doctoris,  aut  bonorum  exemplum,^^  **  the  opi- 
.nion  of  any  one  grave  doctor  is  sufficient  to  make  a  matter 
probable  ;^  nay,  "  the  example  and  practice  of  good  men," 
that  is,  men  who  are  so  reputed ;  if  they  have  done  it,  you 
may  do  so  too,  and  be  safe.  This  is  the  great  rule  of  their 
cases  of  conscience*. 

And  now  we  ought  not  to  be  pressed  with  any  one  saying, 
that  such  an  opinion  is  but  the  private  opinion  of  one  or  more 
of  their  doctors.  For,  although,  in  matters  of  faith,  this  be 
not  sufficient  to  impute  a  doctrine  to  a  whole  church,  which  is 
but  the  private  opinion  of  one  or  more ;  yet,  because  we  are 
now  speaking  of  the  infinite  danger  of  souls  in  that  commu- 
nion, and  the  horrid  propositions  by  which  their  disciples  are 
conducted, -to  the  disparagement  of  good  life, — it  is  sufficient 
to  allege  the  public  and  allowed  sayings  of  their  doctors ;  be- 
cause these  sayings  are  their  rule  of  living:  and,  because 'the 
particular  rules  of  conscience  use  not  to  be  decreed  in  councils, 
we  must  derive  them  from  the  places  where  they  grow,  and 
where  they  are  to  be  found. 

But  besides,  you  will  say,  that  this  is  but  the  private 
opinion  of  some  doctors ;  and  what  then  ?  Therefore  it  is 
not  to  be  called  the  doctrine  of  the  Roman  church.  True, 
we  do  not  say,  *  it  is  an  article  of  their  faith,'  but  *  a  rule  of 
manners  : '  This  is  not,  indeed,  in  any  public  decree ;  but  we 
say,  that  although  it  be  not,  yet  ndther  is  the  contrary. 
And  if  it  be  but  a  private  opinion,  yet  is  it  safe  to  follow  it, 

*  Emanuel  Sat.  Aphor.  Verb.  Dabium.  Escobar.    The.  MoraL  Esa.  c.  8.  de 
Conscientia  probabili,  &c. 
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or  is  it  not  safe  ?  For  that  is  the  question,  and  therein  is 
the  danger.  If  it  be  safe,  then  this  is  their  rule,  *  A  private 
opinion  of  any  one  grave  doctor  may  be  safely  followed  in  the 
questions  of  virtue  and  vice,** — But  if  it  be  not  safe  to  follow 
it,  and  that  this  does  not  make  an  opinion  probable,  or  the 
practice  safe  3  Who  says  so  ?  Does  the  Church  ?  No.  Does 
JOr.  Cajus,  or  Dr.  Sempronius,  say  so  ?  Yes ;  but  these  are 
not  safe  to  follow ;  for  they  are  but  private  doctors :  or,  if  it 
be  safe  to  foUow  them,  though  they  be  no  more,  and  the  opi- 
nion no  more  but  probable ;  then  I  may  take  the  other  side, 
and  choose  which  I  will,  and  do  what  I  list  in  most  eases,  and 
yet  be  safe  by  the  doctrine  of  the  Roman  casuists ;  which  is 
the  great  line  and  general  measure  of  most  men's  Hves ;  and 
that  is  it  which  we  complain  of.  And  we  have  reason; 
for  they  suffer  their  casuists  to  determine  all  cases,  severely 
and  gently,  strictly  and  loosely ;  that  so  they  may  entertain  all 
spirits,  and  please  all  dispositions,  and  govern  them  by  their 
own  inclinations,  and  as  they  list  to  be  governed ;  by  what 
may  please  them,  not  by  that  which  profits  them;  that 
none  may  go  away  scandalized  or  grieved  from  their  peni* 
tential  chairs* 

But  upon  this  account,  it  is  a  sad  reckoning  which  can  be 
made  concerning  souls  in  the  church  of  Rome*  Suppose  one 
great  doctor  amongst  them  (as  many  of  l^em  do)  shall  say, 
<  It  is  Idwful  to  kill  a  king  whom  the  pope  declares  heretic' 
By  the  doctrine  of  probability  here  is  his  warranty.  And 
though  the  church  do  not  declare  that  doctrine^  that  is,  the 
church  do  not  make  it  certain  in  speculation ;  yet  it  may  be 
safely  donci  in  practice.  Here  is  enough  to  give  peace  of  con- 
sdence  to  him  that  does  it ;  nay,  if  the  contrary  be  more  safe, 
yet  if  the  other  be  but  probable  by  reason  or  authority,  you 
may  do  the  less  safe,  and  refuse  what  is  more*  For  that  also 
is  the  opinion  of  some  grave  doctors^ :  if  one  doctor  says,  it  is 
safe  to  swear  a  thing,  as  of  our  knowledge,  which  we  do  not 
know,  but  believe  it  is  so;  it  is  therefore  probable,  that  it  is 
lawful  to.  swear  it,  because  a  grave  doctor  says  it,  and  then  it 
is  safe  enough  to  do  so. 

And  upon  this  account,  who  could  find  fault  with  pope 
Constantine  IV.,  who,  when  he  was  accused  in  the  Lateran 

^  Eman.  Sal.  Aphorism.  Verb.  Dubium.  Escobar,  de  Conscientia  probabili. 
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edUfidl^^  for  holding  the  see  apostolic  when  he  was  not  itl 
tnrderi^  Justified  himself  by  the  example  of  Sergius,  bishop  of 
Ba^eiJlia)— <-9tid  Stephen^  bishop  of  Naples  ?     Here  was  <  ex. 
^rnpluiH  bcttiorUni;'  honest  men  had  done  so  before  him,  and 
th^i^ore  he  was  innoeent*    When  it  is  obs^tred  by  cardinal 
Cainpi&^n^^  ittld  Albertus  Pighius  did  teach^  that  a  priest 
Ht^  more  holily  taid  chastely  that  keeps  a  eoncubine,  than 
he  thAt  liiith  a  married  tHfe ;  and  then  shall  find  in  the  pope's 
laW|  thftt  a  priest  is  not  to  be  removed  for  forhication " ;  whd 
Mil  not)  ot  may  iiot^  practically  conclude,  thilt  sidce,  by  the 
laiw  of  Ood,  itiaiTiage  Is  holy^  ilnd  yet,  to  some  meii,  fornica- 
tion lift  HK»*e  kwful^  and  does  not  make  a  priest  irregular, 
lhat5  ther^r^,  to  ke^p  a  concubine  is  very  lawful  ?  especially 
lABxie,  abstni<)ting  fi*om  the  consideration  of  a  man^s  being  in 
oiNlerB  0i  not,   fbmieation  itself  is  probably  no  sin  at  all? 
For  M  says  Durandus',  simple  fornication  of  itself  is  not  a 
deadly  sin  according  to  the  natural  law,  and  excluding  all 
positiTe  law^  and  Martinus  de  Magistris  says^,  To  believe 
simple  fbi^nicaticMi  to  be  no  deadly  sin,  is  not  heretical,  be- 
cause the  testimonies  of  Scripture  are  not  express.     These 
are  grave  doctors^  and,  therefore,  the  opinion  is  probable,  and 
the  pfacfioe  safe.    -When  the  good  people  of  the  church  of 
llome  heAt  it  read^  that  pope  Clement  VIII.,  in  the  index  of 
prohibited  books,  says  **,  *  That  the  Bible,  published  in  vulgar 
tongues,  ought  not  to  b^  teaA  and  retained  ;*   no,  not  so  much 
as  a  coinpend  of  the  history  of  the  Bible  t    and  fiellarmine 
Sliys,  ^  ThBt  it  is  not  necessary  to  salvation,  to  believe  that 
there  B.fe  tiny  Scriptures  at  all  written  i^  and  that  cardinal 
HOsius  Salth^  *  Perhaps  it  had  been  better  for  the  church,  if 
no  Seripttlr^s  had  been  writteii  ;*  they  cannot  but  say,  that 
tMs  doctrinii  is  probable,  and  think   theinselves  safe  when 
they  walk  without  the  light  of  God's  word,  and  rely  wholly 
upon  the  ^cfpet  or  th^  priest,  in  what  he  is  pleased  to  tell 
thimi;  and  thftt  they  are  no  way  obliged  to  keep  that  com- 

c  Apod  Nauclettim.  ticDeiat.  xxi.  26. 

d  Dist.  89.  Can.  Presbyter  in  Glosaa. 

c  3  Qa.  7.  Lata  Extia?a^.  d«  Bigamis.  Qaia  circa.  Communiter  dicitur 
quod  clericiM  pro  simplioi  fomicatione  deponi  non  debet^  dist.  81.  Maxilni- 
anus.  Glossa  in  Gcatian. 

f  Sent.  lib.  iv.  dist.  83.  k  Lib.  de  Temp.  qu.  8.  de  Luxuiia. 

^  Vide  Dan.  Tileo.  de  Verbo  non  Sciipto*  lib,  iy«  c.  8» 
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greatcsBt  danger  and  concern.  If  the  question  be,  Whether 
it  be  lawful  to  worship  the  image  of  the  cross,  or  of  Christ, 
with  dirine  worship?  First,  there  is  a  doctrine  of  St* 
Thomas  for  it ^  and  Vasquez,  and  many  others;  therefore  it 
is  probable,  and,  therefore,  is  safe  in  practice;  *' et  sio  est 
eoclfeuse  praxis/^  ^^  the  diurch  also  practises  so^'^  lis  appears  in 
thdr  own  offices:  and  St.  Thomas  makes  this  use  of  it ^ 
'<  lUi  exhibemus  cultum  latrise,  in  qud  ponimus  spem  salutis! 
sed  iii  eruee  Christi  ponimus  spem  salutis.  Cantat  enim 
eocidsia,  *  O  erux  ave,  spes  unica.  Hoc  passionis  tempore, 
Auge  piis  justitiam^  Reisque  dona  veniam.'  Ergo  caiax  Ohristl 
est  adoratida  adbratibne  latrise/  "  We  give  Divine  warship," 
says  he,  ^^  to  that  in  which  we  put  our  hopes  of  salvation ; 
but  in  the  cross  we  put  our  hopes  of  salvation ;  for  so  the 
church  sings,  (it  is  the  practice  of  the  church,)  <  Hail,  O 
cross,  our  only  hope  in  this  time  of  suffering;  increase 
righteousness  to  the  godly,  and  give  pardon  to  the  guilty  C 
therefore,  the  cross  of  Christ  is  to  be  adored  with  Divine 
adoration.^' 

By  this  principle,  you  may  embrace  any  opinion  of  their 
doctors  safely,  especially  if  the  practice  of  the  dhurch  do 
intervene,  and  you  need  not  trouble  yourself  with  any  further 
inquiry :  and  if  an  evil  custom  get  amongst  men^  that  very 
custom  shall  legitimate  the  action,  if  any  of  thdr  grave 
doctors  allow  it,  or  good  men  use  it ;  and  Christ  is  not  your 
rule,-^biit  the  examples  of  them  that  live  with  you,  or  are  in 
your  eye  and  observation,  that  is  your  rule.  We  hope  we 
shall  not  need  to  say  any  more  in  this  affiur:  the  pointing 
out  this  rook  may  be  warning  enough  to  them  that  would  not 
sujflfer  shipwreck^  to  decline  the  danger  that  looks  so  fer-* 
midably. 


SECTION  VII. 

As  these  evil  doctrines  have  general  influence  into  evil  life, 
so  there  are  some  others,  which,  if  they  be  pursued  to  their 

^  8  Part.  q.  S5.  drtt  4.    Vide  etiam  Poniif.  cap.  de  BeDedictione  nova 
cruciSj  f.  163. 
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proper  and  ndtural  issues,  that  is^  if  they  be  believed  and 
ptactised)  are  enemies  to  the  particular  and  specific  parts  of 
pkty  and  rdigion.  Thus  the  very  prayers  of  the  faithful  are, 
or  may  be,  spoiled  by  doctrines  publicly  allowed,  and  pr«?atl^ 
bg  in  the  Roman  church. 

For^  1^  They  teadi  <<  That  prayers  themselTes,  <ex  open 
operate,^  or  <  by  the  natural  woi^k  itself,^  do  prevail  |  for  it  il 
not  essential  to  prayer  for  a  man  to  think  particularly  of  what 
he  says ;  it  is  not  necessary  to  think  of  the  things  trignified 
by  the  words  f  ^  so  Suarea  teaches  * :  <<  Nay,  it  is  not  neeesj^ 
sary  to  the  essence  of  prayer,  that  he  who  prays  should  think 
<  de  ipsa  lodutione,'  *  of  the  speaking  itself*'  '^  And^  indeed, 
it  IB  necessary  that  they  should  all  teach  so,  or  they  ciinnot 
tbkrably  pretend  to  justify  their  prayers  in  an  unknown 
tongue.  But  this  is,  indeed,  their  public  doctrine:  for 
prayers^  in  the  mouth  of  the  man  that  says  them,  **  are  like 
the  words  oi  a  diarmer  ^  they  prevail  even  when  they  are  not 
understood,^  says  Salmenm.  Or,  as  Antonmus  \  **  They  are 
like  a  precious  stone,  of  as  much  value  in  the  hand  of  an 
unskilful  roan,  as  of  a  jeweller.^'  And,  therefore,  attention 
to^  or  devotion  in,  our  prayers,  is  not  necessary:  for  the 
understanding  of  which>  saith  cardinal  Tolet,  when  it  is  said^ 
That  you  must  say  your  prayers  or  offices  attentively,  reve^ 
rently,  and  devoutly,  you  must  know  that  att^tion  or  ad- 
vertency to  your  prayers  is  manifold :  1.  **  That  you  attend 
to  the  words,  so  that  you  speak  them  not  too  fast,  or  to 
begin  the  next  Terse  of  a  psalm,  before  he  that  recites  with 
you,  hath  done  the  former  verse ;  and  this  attention  is  neees^ 
sary.  But,  S.  There  is  an  attention  which  is  by  understand* 
ing  the  sense,  and  that  is  not  necessary ;  for  if  it  were,  v^y 
extremely  few  would  do  their  duty,  when  so  very  few  do  at 
all  understand  what  they  say.  8.  There  is  an  attention 
relating  to  the  end  bl  prayer,  that  is>  that  he  that  prayi^ 
ocmsiderB  that  he  is  present  before  God,  and  speaks  to  him  | 
and  this  indeed  is  very  profitable,  but  it  is  not  necessary  i** 
No,  not  so  much.  So  that  by  this  doctrine  no  attention  is 
necessary,  but  to  attend  that  the  woids  be  all  said,  and  said 
right.    But  even  this  ^*  attention  is  not  necessary  that  It 

*\De  Orat*  lib.  v.  c.  4* 

^  Sum.  part.  S.  tit.  33.    Vide  etiam  Jacobum  de  Graifis.  de  Oral.  lib.  ii. 
Ipitrusi.  Saoerd.  c*  18*  n.  5.  et  6. 
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should  be  actual,  bvrt  it  suffices  to.be  virtdal,  that  is,  that,  he 
who  says,  his  office,  intend  to  do  so,, and  do  not  change  his 
mind,  although  he  does  not  attend:  and .  he  who  does  .not 
change  his  mind,  that  •  is,  unless  ob^ierving  himself  not  to 
attend,  he  still  turn  his  mind  to  other  things,  ,he  attends  :^ 
meaning,  he  attends  sufficiently,  and  as  much  as  i^  necessary; 
though  indeed,  speaking  naturally,  and  truly,  he  does. not 
attend.  If  any  man  in  tlie  church  of  England  and.  Ireland 
had  published  such  doctrine  as  this,  he  should,  qiiiekly. and 
deaervedly  have  felt  the  severity  of  the  ecclesistetical  rod  ;\.  but 
in  Rome  it  goes  for  good  catholic  doctrine. 

Now  although  upon,  this  axKsount,  devotion  is.  (it  may  be) 
good ;  and  it  is  good  to  attend  to  the  words  of  our  prayer, 
and  the  sense  of  them ;  yet,  that  it  is  not .  necessary^'  is  evi- 
dently consequent  to  this.  But  it  is  aWexpressly  affirmed 
by  the  sUme  hand^,  there  ought  to.  be  devotion,  that. our 
mind  be  inflamed  with  the. love  of  God,  though^  if  this ? be 
wanting,  without  contempt,  it  is.no,  deadly  sin.  <^  Ecclesis 
sati^  fit  per  opus  externum^  nee  aliud  jubet,".  saith  Regi- 
naldus^  :  "  If  ye  do  the  outward,  worle^  the  church  is  satisfied, 
neither  does  she  command  any  thing  else.*' — Good '  doctrine 
this !  And  it  is  an  excellent  churchy  that  commands  nothing 
to  him  that  prays,  but  to  say  so  many  words. . 
.  Wdl !  But  after  all  this,  if  devotion  be :  necessary  or  not, 
if  it  be  present  or  not,  if  the  mind  wander  or  wandier  not,  if 
you-  mind  what  you  pray  or  mind  it  not,  there,  is  an  easy  cure 
Ibr  all  this:  for  pope  Leo  granted . remission  of  all  negli- 
gences, in  their  saying  their  offices  and  prayers,  to  them,  who^ 
afters  they  have  done,  shall  say  this:  pfrayer  :  *f  To  the  .holy 
and  undivided  Trinity,  to  the  humanity  of  our  Lord. Jesus 
Christ  crucified :  to  the  fruitfuhiess'  of ; the  most  blessed,  and 
most  glorious  Virgin  Mary,  and  to-the  university  of  all  saints, 
be  eternal  praise,  honour,  virtue,,  and  glory, 'from  every 
creature;  and  to  us  remissioti  of  sins,  for.  ever: 'and  ever: 
'Amen.  Blessed  are  the  bowels  of  the  Tirjgin  Mary,  which 
bore  the  Son  of  the  eternali God.;  and  blessed  are. the  paps 
which  suckled  Christ  our. Lord.'  Pater .noster,  Ave  Maria. '^ 
This  prayer,  to  this  purpose,  fe  set  down  by.  Navar  and  car^ 
dmal  Tolef. 

c  Ibid.  n.  d  ubi  supra.     .  ^  «  Ubi  suptan:.  18. 
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.  This  is  the  'sum  of  the  do^ttriae,  concenung  tlie  manner 
of  saying  the  Divine  offices  in  the  church  of  Borne ;  in  whidi 
greater  care  is  taken  to  obey  the  precept  of  the.  church  than 
the  .commandments  of  God :  for  the  precept  of  hearing  mass 
is  not, .  to  intend  the  words,  but'  to  be  present  at  the'  sacrifice, 
though  the  words  be  not  so  much  as  heard;  and  they' that 
think  the  contrary,  think  so  without  any  probable  reason,^^ 
saith  Tolet  U  It  sterns  there  was  not  sO'  much  as  the  authority 
of  one  grave  doctor  to  the  contrary  ;  for  if  there  had,  the  con-« 
trary  opinion  might  have  been  probable ;  but ,  all  agree  upon 
this  doctrine,  all  that  are  considerable. 

So  that  between  the  church  of  England  and  the  church 
of  Rome,  the  difference  in  this  article  is  plaihly  this:  They 
pray  with-  their  lips,  we  with  the  heart ;  we  pray  with  the 
understanding,  they  with  the  voice;  we  pray,  and  they  say 
prayers.  We  suppose  that  we  do  not  please  God,  if  our 
hearts  be  absent ;  they  say,  it  is  enough  if '  their  bodies  be 
present  at  their  greatest  solemnity  of  prayer,  though  they 
hear  nothing  that  is  spoken,  and  understand  as  little.  And 
which  of  these  be  the  better  way  of  serving  God,  may  soon 
be  determined,  if  we  remember  the  complaint  which  God 
made  of  the  Jews,  "  This  people  draweth  near  me  with  their 
lips,  but  their  hearts  are  far  from  me :"  but  we  know,  that 
we  are  commanded  to  "  ask  in  faith,'*  which  is  seated  in  the 
understanding,  and  requires  the  concurrence  of  the  will,  and 
holy  desires  ;  which  cannot  be  at  all,  but  in  the  same  degree 
in  which  we  have  a  knowledge  of  what  we  ask.  "  The  effec- 
tual fervent  prayer  of  a  righteous  man  prevails :"  but  what 
our  prayers  want  of  this,  they  must  needs  want  of  blessing 
and  prosperity.  And  if  we  lose  the  benefit  of  our  prayers,  we 
lose  that  great  instrumentality  by  which  Christians  are  recepi^ 
tive  of  pardon,  and  strengthened  in  faith,  and  confirmed  in 
hope,  and  increase  in  charity,  and  are  protected  by  Provi- 
dence, and  are  comforted  in  their  sorrows,  and -derive  help 
from  God :  **  Ye  askj  and  have  not,  because  ye  ask  amiss,^' 
that  is  St.  James's  rule.  They  that  pray  not  as  they  ought, 
shall  never  obtain  what  they  fain  would.  i 

Hither  is  to  be  reduced  their  fond  manner  of  prayer,  con- 
sisting in  vain  repetitions  of  names,  and  little  forms  of  words, 

'  Ibid.  n.  6. 
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The  Psalter  of  our  lady  is  an  hundred-  and  fifty  Ave 
and,  at  the  end  dT  evevy  tenth,  they  drop  in  the  Lord's 
prayer;  and  this,  with  the  creed  at  the  end  of  the  fifty,  makeB 
a  perfect  rosary.  This,  indeed,  is  the  main  entertainment  of 
the  people^s  devotion ;  for  which  cause  Mantuan  called  their 
religion, 

Religionem,       '     ■  • 


Qua  filo  iDiertis  nnineiat  sua  niiiimttia  faicoia^ 

*'  a  religion  that  numbers  their  murmurs  by  berries  filed 
upon  a  string  :^'  this  makes  up  so  great  a  part  of  their  re< 
ligion,  that  it  may  well  b^  taken  for  one  half  of  its  definition. 
But  because  so  few  do  understand  what  they  say,  but  all 
repeatj  and  stick  to  their  numbers,  it  is  evident  they  think  to 
be  heard  for  that.     For  that  or  nothing ;  for,  besides  that, 
they  neither  do  or  understand :  and  all  that  we  shall  now  say 
to  it  is,    that  our  blessed  Saviour    reproved    this  way  of 
devotion,   in  the  practice    and    doctrines  of    the  heathens: 
very  like  tp  which  is  that  which   they   call   the   Psalter  of 
Jesus,  in  which  are  fifteen  short  ejaculations,   as   ^^  Have 
mercy  on  me,  strengthen  pie,  help  me,   comfort  me,*"  &c. ; 
and  with  every  one  of  these,  the  name  of  Jesus  is  to  be 
said  thirty  times,  that  is,  in  all,  four  hundred  and  fifty  times. 
Now  we  are  ignorant  how  to  distinguish  this  from  /SarroXoy/a , 
or  *  vain  repetition*  of  the  Gentiles':  for  they  did  just  so, 
and  Christ  said,  they  did  not  do  well :  and  that  is  all  that  we 
pretend  to  know  of  it.     They  thought  to  be  heard  the  rather 
for  so  doing ;  and  if  the  people  of  the  Roman  church  do  not 
think  so,  there  is  no  reason  why  they  should  do   so.     But 
without  any  further  arguing  about  the  business,  they  are  not 
ashamed  to  own  it.     For  the  author  of  the  preface  to  the 
Jesus-Psalter,  printed  by  Fowler  at  Antwerp,  promises  to  the 
repetition  of  that  sweet  name,  ^^  Great  aid  against  temptations, 
and  a  wonderful  increase  of  grace."" 

9  Ohe,  jam  deBine  I>eos,  uxor,  gratulando  obtuadere ; 
Nisi  illoa  tuo  ex  iBgenio  judioa^, 
Ut  nihil  credas  inteUig8Fe«  nisi  idem  |)ictum  e»t  centies. 

Hecmtontim,  act  v.  scene  1.  Piiestley'si  edit.  vol.  i.  p.  648. 


A   DISSUASIVE   FROM   FOPBRY.  S23 


SECTION  VIII. 

But  this  mischief  is  gone  further  yet :  far,  as  Cajetan  afRrms* 
^^  Prayers  ought  tQ  he  well  done ;  ^  sakem  non  male/  *  at  least 
not  ill  V*  But,  besides  that  what  we  have  now  remarked  is 
so  <  not  w^,'  thiit  it  is  very  ill ;  that  which  follows,  is  directly 
hsidt  wi  Baost  intolerable.  For  the  church  of  Bomef  in  her 
IHildi^  ^i^  allowed  offices,  prays  to  dead  men  and  women, 
who  are,  or  whoin  they  suppose  to  be,  beatified;  and  these 
they  invocate  as  preservers,  helpers,  guardians,  deliverers  in 
their  necessdty ;  and  they  expressly  call  them  ^^  their  refuge, 
theo*  guard  and  defence,  their  life  and  health ; "  which  is  so 
ff^rmidahle  ^  devotion,  that  we,  for  them,  and  for  ourselves 
tOcb  if  we  should  imitate  them,  are  to  dread  the  words  of 
Scr^ure,  *^  Cursed  is  the  man  that  trusteth  in  man."  We 
are  eoiiunaoded  to  ^'  call  upon  God  in  the  time  of  trouble ;  '* 
tind  it  is  promised,  <^  that  he  will  deliver  us,  and  we  shall 
glorify  him^."  We  find  no  such  command  to  call  upon 
saints ;  neither  do  we  know  who  are  saints,  excepting  a  very 
few;  md  in  what  present  state  they  are,  we  cannot  know, 
nor  bow  our  prayers  can  come  to  their  knowledge ;  and  yet 
if  we  ^  know  all  this,  it  cannot  be  endured  at  all,  that 
Christians,  who  are  conupanded  to  call  upon  God,  and  upon 
none  else,  and  to  make  all  our  prayers  '  through  Jesus  Christ,^ 
and  D^ver  so  much  as  warranted  to  make  our  prayers  ^  through 
sainta  d^)arted,'  should  yet  choose  saints  for  their  particular 
patrons,  oir  at  all  rely  upon  them,  and  make  prayers  to  them 
jfs^  such  forms  of  words,  which  are  only  fit  to  be  spoken  to 
God;  prayers  which  have  no  testimony,  command,  or  promise,* 
in  the  Word  of  God,  and,  therefore,  which  cannot  be  made  in 
faith  or  prudent  hope. 

Neither  will  it  be  enough  to  say,  that  they  only  desire  the 
saifl^  t>o  pray  for  them ;  fen:  though  that  be  of  itself  a  matter 
indiffereii^t,  if  we  were  sure  they  do  hear  us  when  we  pray, 
and  tha^  we  slipuld  not,  by  that  means,  secretly  destroy  our 
coinfida:)(Be  in  God,  or  lessen  the  honour  of  Christ  our  Ad- 
yoodle  i  of  which  because  we  cannot  be  sure,  but  much  rather 


•^  Summa  Cajetan.  v.  Oratio. 
*>  J«rem.  xviL  5.    Psal.  cxv.  9,  and  xlvL  3.  and  cxvlii.  8«  and  ).  15. 
Heb^iv.lS.    Mtfl.  xi.  28.    Jobn^  vi,  37. 
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the  conti^ory,  it  is  not  a  matter  indifferent :  yet  besides  this, 
in  the  public  oiBces  of  the  church  of  Rome,  there  are  prayers 
to  saints  made  with  confidence  in  them,  with  derogation  to 

God's  glory  and  prerogative,  with  diminution  to  the  honour 
of  Christy  with  words  in  sound,  and,  in  all  appearance,  ihe 
same  with  the  highest  that  are  usually  expressed  in  our 
praya*s  to  Grod,  and  his  Christ:  and  this  is  it  we  insist  upon, 
and  reprove,  as  being  a  direct  destruction  of  our  sole  con* 
fidence  in  Gt)d,  and  too  near  to  blasphemy  to  be  endured  in 
the  devotions  of  Christians.  We  make  our  words  good  by 
these  allegations  :^- 

1.  We  shall  not  need  here  to  describe,  out  of  their  didac- 
tical writings,  what  kind  of  prayers,  and  what  causes  of  ioDn- 
fidence  they  teach  towards  the  blessed  Virgin  Mary  and  all 
s^nts :  only  we  shall  recite  a  few  words  of  Antoninus,  their 
great  divine,  and  archbishop  of  Florence :  "It  is  necess^ary 
that  they  j  to  whom  she  converts  her  eyes,  being  an  advocate 
for  them,  shall  be  justified  and  saved  «=.^  And  .whereas  it 
may  be  objected  out  of  John*,  that  the  apostle  says,.  **  If 
any  sin,  we  have  an  Advocate  with  the  Father,  Jesus  Christ 
the  righteous:'^— he  answers,— "  That  Christ  is  not  our 
Advocate  alone,  but  a  judge:  and  since  the  just  is  scarce 
secure,  how  shall  a  sinner  go  to  him,  as  to  an  Advocate? 
Therefore  God  hath  provided  us  of  an  advocatess,  who  is 
gentle  and  sweet,  in  whom  nothing  that  is  sharp,  is  to  be 
found.*'  And  to  those  words  of  St.  Paul,  "  Come  boldly  to 
the  throne  of  Grace ;'''' — ^he  says, — "That  Mary  is  the  throne 
of  Christ,  in  whom  he  rested ;  to  her,  therefore,  let  us  omie 
with  boldness,  that  we  may  obtain  mercy,  and  find  grace  in 
time  of  need ; "  aiid  adds,  that  "  Mary  is  called  *  full  of  grace,* 
because  she  is  the  means  and  cause  of  grace,  by  transfusing 
grace  to  mankind ;  ^  and  many  other  such  dangerous  propo- 
sitions :  of  which  who  please  to  be  further  satisfied,  if  he  can 
endure  the  horror  of  reading  blasphemous  sayings,  he  may 
find  too  great  abundance  in  the  ^  Mariale'  of  Bemardine% 
which  is  confirmed  by  public  authority, — Jacobus  Perez  de 
Valentia*^,  and  in  Ferdinand  Quirinus  de  Salazari,  who 
affirms,  "  That  the  Virgin  Mary,  by  offering  up  Christ  to 

c  Sum.  part.  4.  tit.  15.  ^  1  Jo.  c.  ii.  ],  8. 

e  Benatdin.  de  Bastis,  de  Concept.  Maris.  1.  part.  serm.  1.  part.  8. 

'  In  Cantic.  Mar.  Magnificat.  ff  Comment,  in  ProYerb.  viii.  18. 
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6od  the  Father,  was  worthy  to  have,  after  H  certain  maimer, 
that  the  whole  salvation  and  redemption  of  mankind  should 
be  ascribed  to  her ;  and  that  this  was  common  to  Christ  and 
the  blessed  Virgin  his  mother,  that  she  did  offer  and  give  the 
price  of  bur  redemption,  tfuly  and  properly ;  and  that  she  is 
deservedly  called  the  redeemer,  the  repairer,  the  mediator, 
the  author,  and  cause  of  our  salvation."  Many  more  horrid 
Uasphemies  are  in  his  notes  upon  that  chapter;  and  in  his 
Defence  of  the  Immaculate  Cono^tion,  publii^ed  with  the 
privilege  of  Philip  III.  of  Spain,  and  by  the  authority  of  his 
order.  But  we  insist  not  upon  their  doctrines  delivered  by 
their  great  writers,  though  every  wise  man  knows  that  the 
doctrines  of  th^  church  are  deliver^  in  large  and  indefinite 
terms,  and  descend  not  to  minute  senses,  but  are  left  to  be 
explicated  by  their  writers,  and  are  so  practised  and  under- 
stood by  the  people ;  and,  at  the  worst,  the  former  doctrine 
of  probability  will  make  it  safe  enough :  but  we  shall  produce 
the  public  practice  of  their  church. 

And  first,  it  cannot  be  supposed,  that  they  intend  nothing " 
but  to  desire  their  prayers ;  for  they  rely  also  on  their  merits, 
and  hope  to  get  their  desires,  and  to  prevail  by  them  also : 
for  so  it  is  affirmed  by  the  Roman  catechism,  made  by  the 
decree  of  the  coundl  of  Trent  ^,  and  published  by  the  pope's 
command:  *^  The  saints  are,  therefore,  to  be  invocated,  be- 
cause they  continually  make  prayers  for  the  health  of  mankind, 
and  Grod  gives  us  many  benefits  by  their  merit  and  favour : 
and  it  is  lawful  to  have  recourse  to  the  favour  or  grace  of  the 
saints,  and  to  use  their  help ;  for  they  undertake  the  patro- 
nage of  lis.''  And  the  council  of  Trent  ^  does  not  only  say  it 
is  good  to  fly  ^'  to  their  p*ayers,  but  to  their  aid  and  to  their 
help ;''  and  that  is  indeed  the  principal  and  the  very  meaning 
of  the  other.  We  pray  that  the  saints  should  intercede  for  us, 
<<  id  est,  ut  merita  eorum  nolns  suffiragentur ; "  <^  that  is,  that 
their  merits  should  help  us,"  said  the  master  of  the  sentences. 
<<  Atque  id  confirmat  ecclesias  praxis,''  to  use  their  own  so  fre- 
quent expresdon  in  many  cases. 

CoDtinet  hoc  templum  aancioTum  corpora  pura^ 
A  quibua  auxiliam  suppleri,  poscere  cura. 

This  distich  is  in  the  church  of  St.  Laurence,  in  Rome. 

»»  Tit.de  Sanctis.  *  Sess.  9. 

VOL.  X.  <l 
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<f  This  charch  contains  the  (Hire  bodies  of  sasnts,  fixxn  whom. 
take  care  to  require  that  help  be  sicpplted  to*  you/'  Bot 
the  practice  of  the  church  tells  their  secret  meaniiig  best* 
Fcn:  besides  what  the  eotnmoii  people  are  taught  to  do^  as'to 
pray  to  St.  Gall  for  the  health  and  fecundity  of  theif 
to  St. . Wendeline  for  their  sbeep^  to  St.  Antlumy  finr 
hogSy  to  St.  Pelagius  .jEor  their  oi^en ;  and  that  fleveral  tiades 
have  their  peculiar  saints ;  and  the  physicians  are  patrdniaed 
by  Cosmas  and  Dapiian;  the  paintem  by  fit«  Luke(  di^ 
potters,  by  Goarus ;  the  hunt3inen^  by  Eu^achius ;  the  harlotS) 
.  (for  that  is  also  a  trade  at  Home)  by  St.  Afra  and  St.  Mary 
Magdalene :  they  do  also  i^ly  upon  peculiar  saints  for  tke 
cure  of  several  diseases;  SU  Sebastian  and  St#  Boch  faaraa 
special  privilege  to  cure  the  pla^e;  St  PetraniUa  the  feFcr; 
St.  John  and  St.  Bennet,  the  abbot,  to  cure  all  poison;  St. 
Apollonia  the  toothache  \  St.  Otilia  sore  eyes ;  St.  Apidlinans 
the  Frendi  pox  (for  it  se^ms  he  bath  lately  got  that  employ'- 
ment,  since  the  discovery  of  the  West  Indies)  (  St«  VinoBQtiiiB 
hadi  a  special  faculty,  in  restoring  stolen  goods,  aikd  St. 
Liberius  (if  he  please)  does  infallibly  cure  the  stotie^  aad 
St.  Felicitas  (if  she  be  heartily  called  tippn)  will  give  Ae 
teeming  mother  a  fine  boy.  It  were  strange  if  nothing  but 
intercession  by  these  saints  were  intended,  that  they  eannot 
as  well  pray  for  pther  things  as  these;  or  that  they  have  no 
commission  to  ask  of  these  any  thing  elsei  or  not  so  oopfidentiy ; 
and  that,  if  they  do  ask,  that  St.  Otilia  shall  not  as  much  pre- 
vail to  help  a  fever  as  a  cataract ;  or  thi^^  if  St*  Sebuitiah  be 
called  upon  to  pray  for  the  help  of  a  poor  female  sinner,  who 
by  sad  diseases  pays  the  price  of  her  hist,  he  must  go  to 
St.  i^)ollinaris  in  behalf  of  his  client. 

But  if  any  of  the  Roman  doctors  say^  *  That  they  are 
not  tied  to  defend  the  superstitions  of  the  yulgar»  or  the 
abused : ' — They  say  true,  they  are  not  indeed,  but  sather 
to  reprove  them,  as  we  do,  and  to  dedare  against  tfadn; 
and  the  councdl  of  Trent  very  goodly  forlnds  tiU  supesPstitiQns 
in  this  article,  but  yet  tells  us  not  what  axe  superstitiani^ 
and  what  not ;  and  still  the  world  goes  on  in  the  practice 
of  the  same  intolerable  follies,  and  every  nation  hath  a  par- 
ticular guardian  saiiit,  and  every  city,  every,  family,  and 
almost  every  house,  and  every  devouter  person  almost  chooses 
his  own  patron  saint,  whose  altars  they  mtore  devoutly  fre- 
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quent,  -wbqm  image  they^  mm  leligiously  wor^ip,  to  whose 
veKos  they  mate  leodily  go  in  j^Igiimage^  to  whose  honour 
tiiey  say  more  ^  Pater  nosters^'  whose  festival  they  more 
scdenmly  observe ;  spoilhig  their  prayers  by  their  eonfidenoes 
in  unknown  ^persons,  living  kk  an  unknown  condition,  and 
dimbiidiing  that  affiance  in  God  and  our  Lord  Jesus  Christ, 
by  jfliportiuie  find  frequent  addresses  to  them  diat  cannot 
hdp. 

But  that  these  are  not  the  faults  of.  their  people  only, 
running  wilfiilly  into  such  follies,  but  the  praotice  of  their 
chureh,  and  warranted  and  taught  by  dieir  guides,  appears  by 
the  puMic  prayers'^  themselves;  such  as  these,  ^^  O  generous 
Mary,  beauteous  above  ail,  obtain  pardon  for  us,  apply  graoe 
tmto  UB,  jH^pare  glory  for  us.  Hail,  thou  rose,  thou  Virgin 
Mary^  &c.  Grant  to  us  to  use  true  wisdom,  and  with  the 
elect  to  enjoy  grace,  that  we  may  with  melody  praise  thee; 
and  do  thou  drive  our  sins  away :  O  Virgin  Mary,  give  us 
joys.^  These,  and  divers  others  like  these,  are  in  the  anthem 
of  our  lady.  In  the  rosary  of  our  lady  this  hymn  is  to  be 
said; 

Rftfiaiatriz  et/Salvstris  desperaadU  aninue, 
Irroratrix  et  Largitrix  fpintnalis  gratiae. 
Quod  requirOy  quod  suspiro,  mea  sana  vulnera^ 
Et  da  menti  te  poscenti  gratiarum  munera, 
Ut  aim  castas  «tmode9tU8,&c.  t 


Coide  prudeiuiy  ore  studens  verhatem  dicere. 

Malum  nolens,  Deum  volens  pio  semper  opere. 

> 

That  is,  ^'  Thou  Repairer  and  Saviour  of  the  despairing 
soul,  the  dew-giver  and  bestower  of  spiritual  grace ;  heal 
my  wounds,  and  give  to  the  mind  that  prays  to  thee,  the 
jgifts  of  graoe,  that  I  may  be  chaste,  modest,  wise  in  heart, 
true  in  my  sayings,  hating  evil,  loving  God  in  holy  works:'* 
and  much  more  to  the  same  purpose.  There  also  die  blessed 
Virgin  Mary,  after  many  glorious  appellatives,  is  prayed  to 
m  these  words,  ^  Join  me  to  Christ,  govern  me  dways, 
enfigfaten  my  heart,  def<Hid  me  always  from  the  snare  of 
the  enemy,  deliver  us  from  all  evil,  and  from  the  pains  of 
hell." 

So  that  it  is  no  wonder  that  pope  Leo  the  Xtb^  calls  her  a 

> 

^  Ex  cursu  horarum  beatse  Marise^ 

Q2 
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goddess;  and  Turcelin"^,  the  Jesuit,  '^  Diyinae  maje&tatis,  po- 
testatisque  sociam.  Huic  6lim  coelestium  mortaliuHique  pria- 
cipsatum  detulit.  Ad  hujus  arbitrium  (quoad  hominum  tutela 
postulat)  terras,  maria^  coelum,  naturamque  moderatur.  Hac 
anaii^te,  et  per  banc,  divinoiB  the^au^os,  et  .coelestia  dona 
Jargitur  ;^  ^^  The  companioix  or  partner:  of  the  Divine  M^esty 
and  power.  To  her  be  long  since  gave  the.  principality  of 
all  heavenly  and  mortal  things.  At  her  will  (so  far  as  the 
guardianship  of  men  requires)  he  rules  the  earth  and  seas, 
hearen  and  nature :  and, she  consenting*,  he  gives  Divine  trea- 
sures and  celestial  gifts.^' .  Nay,  in  the  mass  books  penned  ISSS, 
»nd  used  in  the  Polonian  churches,  they  call  the  blessed  Virgin 
Mary,  ^^  Viam  ad  vitam,  totius  mundi  gubernatricem^  pecca- 
jtorum  cum  Deo  reconciliatricem,  fontem  remissionis  peccato- 
rum,  riimenjuininum.;^  ^^  the  way  tp  life,  the  governess  of  all 
the  world,  the  reconciler  of ,  sinners  with  God,  the  fountain  of 
remission  of  sins,  light  of  light "  ;^  and  at  last  salute  her  with 
an  ^  Ave  universes  trinitatis  mater,''  >  Hail,  thou  mother  of  the 
ivhok,  trinity**.'  •  ^        .-  > 

We  do  not  pick  out  these  only,  as  the  roost  singular,  or 
the  worst  forms ;  for  such  as  these  are  very  numerous,  as  is  to 
be  seen  in  their  breviaries,  mi»salls,  Hours  of  our  Lady,  Rosary 
of  our  Lady,  the  Litany  of  our  Lady,  called  ^  Litania  Mariae,' 
the  ^  Speculum  rosariorum,'  the  hymns  of  saints,  portuises,  and 
manuals.  These  only  are  the  instances  which  amongst  many 
^others  presently  occur.  Two  things  only  we  shall  add,  instead 
<of  many  more  that  might  be  represented. 

The  first  is,  that  in  a  hymn  which  they  (from  what  rea- 
son or  etymology  we  know  not,  neither  are  we .  concerned) 
call  a  ^sequence,'  the  council  of  Constance,  did  invocate  the 
blessed  Virgin,  in  the  same  manner  as  councils  did  use  to 
invocate  vthe  Holy  Ghost;  they  call  her  the  "  Mother  of 
grace,  the  remedy  to  the  miserable,  the  fountain  of  mercy, 
and  the  light. of  the  church:^  attributes  proper  to  God,  and 
incommunicable;" — '^  They  sing  her  praises,  ^d  pray  to  her 
for  graces,  they  sing  to  her  with  the  heart,  they  call  them- 


1  Ad  Recanateases  de  I^uretana  imagine,  apud  Bembum,  lib.  viii.  ep.  17. 
•"  Jd  epist.  dedicat.  histor.  J^uretan.  n  Pol.  S23,  984,  SS^, 

«  Fo\,  327.— Vide  epist.  Andr.  Dudithii  quinque  Eccles.   episc.  edit.  A.D. 
15»0,  sine  loci  et  typographi  nomine. 
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selves  her  sons,  they  declare  her  to  be  their  health  and 
comffirt  in  all  doubts,  and  call  on  her  for  light  from  heaven^ 
and  trust  in  her  for  the  destruction  of  heresies,  and  the  re- 
pression of  schisms,  and  for  the  lasting  confederations  of 
peace;'*'— 

;  The'  other  thing  we  tell  of  is,  that  there  is  a  psalter 
of  .our  lady,  of  great  and  ancient  account  in  the  church  a£ 
Rome;  it  hath  been,  several  times  printed,  at  Venice,  at 
Paris,  at  Leipsic;  and  the  title  is,  **  The  Psalter  of  the 
Blessed  Virgin,  compiled  by  the  seraphical  doctor  &.  Bona- 
venture,  bishop  of  Alba,  and  presbyter  cardinal  of  the  holy 
church  of  Rome.''  But  of  the  book  itself,  the  account  is 
soon  made ;  for  it  is  nothing  but  the  psalms  of  David  j  an 
hundred  and  fifty  in  number  are  set  down;  altered  indeed, 
to  make  as  much  of  it  as  could  be  sense  so  reduced:  in 
which  the  name  of  *Lord'  is  left  out,  and  that  of  *  Lady' 
put  in ;  so  that  whatever  David  said  of  God  and  Christ, 
the  same  prayers  and  the  same  praises  they  say  of  the 
blessed  Virgin.  Mary ;  and  whether  all  that  can  be  said 
without  intolerable  blasphemy,  we  suppose  needs  not  much 
disputation. 

The  same  things,  but  in  a  less  proportion  and  frequency, 
they  say  to  other  saints. 

O  Maria  Magdalena, 
Audi  vota  laude  plena, 
Apud  Christum  chorum  istum 

Clementer  concilia : 

Ut  foD8  sumnue  pietatis. 
Qui  te  lavit  i,  peccatis, 
Servos  suos,  atque  tuos 

Mundet,  datS  veniS. 

"O  Mary  Magdalen,  hear  our  prayers,  which  are  full  of 
praises,  and  most  clemently  reconcile  this  company  unto 
Christ:  that  the  fountain  of  supreme  piety,  who  cleamsed 
thee  from  thy  sins,  giving  pardon,  may  cleanse  us  who  are 
bis  servants  and  thine  *•."  These  things  are  too  bad  already, 
we  shall  not  aggravate  them  by  any  further  commentary; 
but  apply  the  premises. 

Now,   therefore,  we  desire    it  may    be   considered,    that 

P  In  Caniicis  qu»  Yocant  Sequentia.    Dominic,  ante  Ascensionem  Domini. 
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there  are  as  the  effects  of  Christ's  death  for  us^  tfarte  gitot 
products,  which  are  the  rule  and  measure  of  our  prxyen^ 
«nd  our  confidence;  1<  Christ's  merits.  58.  His  salkfietkni. 
8«  His  intercession.  By  these  threb  we  eamt  bddly  to  tht 
throne  of  grace,  and  pray  to  God  through  Jesus  Christ* 
But  if  we  pray  to  God  through  the  saints  tod,  and  rely  u^n 
their  1.  merits,  S.  satisfactim,  &.  ind  intercession;  is  it  not 
]dain  that  we  make  them  equal  with  Christ,  ih  kind,  thongli 
not  in  degree  P  Foi*  it  is  publidy  aYowed  and  practised  in  thfe 
ehurch  of  Rome,  to  rely  upon  the  saintsi'  intereessloti  i  attd 
this  intercession  to  be  made  valid  by  th^  merits  df  <he  sonrts! 
<<  We  pray  thee,  O  St.  Jude^  the  apostle,  that  by  Ihy  merits 
thou  wouldst  draw  me  from  the  custom  of  my  sins,  and 
snatch  me  fifom  the  potrer  of  the  devil^  and  advance  metA 
the  invisible  powers^ ;^^  and  th^  say  as  much  to  other^i  And 
for  their  <  satisfactions/  the  treasure  Df  the  diurdi  for  iof- 
dulgences  is  made  up  with  them,  atid  the  Mtisfiiotkiis  of 
Christ :  so  that  there  is  nothing  remaining  of  the  honomr  dii6 
to  Christ  our  Redeemer,  and  <our  confidence  in  him,  but  iht 
same  in  every  kind  is  by  the  diurch  of  Rome  imputed  to 
the  saints;  and,  therefore,  the  very  being  and  efsonomy  of 
Christianity  is  destroyed  by  these  prayers;  and  the  pfeojple 
are  not,  cannot  be,  good  Christians  in  these  devotions;  and 
what  hopes  are  laid  up  for  them,  who  repent  to  no  purpose, 
and  pray  with  derogation  to  Chrisf  s  hdnour,  is  a  matter  of 
deepest  consideration.  And,  therefore^  we  desire  our  charges 
not  to  be  seduced  by  little  tricks  and  artifices  of  useless  and 
laborious  distinctions,  and  protestaticMis  against  evidence  of 
fact,  and  with  fear  and  trembling  to  <56iteidet,  what  God  said 
by  the  prophet',  "  My  people  have  done  two  great  evils, 
they  have  forsaken  me,  '  fortem,  vivum,'  *  the  strong  and 
the  living'  God  ;^^  '  fontem  vivum,'  6o  some  copies  read  it^ — 
^^  ^  The  living  fountain,'  and  have  di^^ed  lor  themselves  eis» 
tems,^''  that  is,  little  fantastic  helps,  **  that  hold  no  watei^,"^ 
that  give  no  refreshment;  or  as  St.  Paul'  etcpreiSses  it»  they 
worship  and  invocate  the  creature  zjoip»  rh  Kriawr»i  *^be8id6ll 
the  Creator  C*  so  the  word  properly  signifies^  aikl  So  it  is 
used  by  the  apostle  in  other  places  ^     And  at  least  let  ud 


n  Vide  speculum  Rosarior.    Sequentias ;  et  Brevier.  Rom. 
'  Jcfem*  ii.  it,  •  R6v.  i.  95.  «  1  Cor*  ill.  11^    Otl.  LS. 
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remember  those  exceUent  words  of  St.  Austin,  ^*  Tutius  et 
jucundius  loquar  ad  meum  Jesum,  qnktxi  ad  aliqcLem  sanc^ 
tonim  s[H]rttvitiin  Dd  C"  ^^  I  can  speak  safer  and  more  plea^ 
santly  oi!^  dheerfuUy  to  my  Lord  Jesas,  thaa  to  any  of  the 
saints  and  spirits  ol  6od*/^  for  that  we  have  command-i 
ment,  fc^  tbiswe  have  none;  for  that  we  have  example  iii 
Seriptares,  for  tbk  we  have  none ;  there  are  many  premises 
made  to  that,  but  to  this  there  is  none  at  all ;  and  therefore 
we  cannot  in  faith  pray  to  fhem,  at  at  all  rely  upon  them  tcrt 
helps. 

Which  consideration  is  greatly  heightened  by  that  pros^' 
titutioh  of  devotion  usual  in  the  church  of  Rome,  wavSe/As!,  to 
every  upstart,  to  every  old  and  new  saint.  And  although^ 
they  have  a  story  among  themselves^  that  it  is  ominous  for  a 
pope  to  canonize  a  saint,  and  he  never  surrives  it  above  a 
twelve-month,  as  Pierre  Mathieu  (Observes  hi  the  instances  of 
Clement  tV.  and  Adrian  VI. ;  yidt  this  hinders  not,  but  that 
they  are  tempted  to  do  it  frequently.  But  concerning  the 
thing  itself,  llie  best  we  can  say,  is  what  Christ  smd  of  the 
Samaritans,  "  They  worship  they  ktiow  not  what*.***  Such  are 
St.  Fingare,  St.  Anthony  of  Padua,  St.  Christopher,  Charlei^ 
Borromceus,  Ignatius-  Loyola,  Xaverius^  and  'many  others  of 
whom  Cardinal  Bessarion'  complained,  that  many  of  them 
were  sudi  persons  whose  life  he  could  not  approve ;  and- 
sudl^  concealing  whom  they  knew  nothing,  but  from  their 
parties,  and  by  pretended  revelations  made  to  particular  and 
hypochondriacal  persons.  It  is  a  famous  saying  of  St.  6re-^ 
gory,  'that  the  bodies  of  many  persons  are  worshipped  on* 
earth,  whose  souls  are  tormented  in  hell:V  and  Augustinus 
Triumphus  affirms,  *  that  all  who  are  canonized  by  the  pope, 
cannot  be  said  to  be  in  heaven.'  And  this  matter  is  beyond 
dispute;  for  Prateolus  tells,  that  Herman,  the  author  of  the 
heresy  dT  tlxe  Fratrieelli,  was  for  twenty  years  together  after 
bis  death  honoured  for  a  saint,-  but  afterwards  his  body  was- 
taken  up  and  burnt.     But  then  since  (as  Ambrosius  Catha-* 

*Lib.  i.G.  9.  &e  Viflitatione  iDfinnorum  t  ascript.  St.  Aug'. 

*Johp,  iv.  2?. 
y  Vide  libr.  de  Sanctis  Ilibemicis  nuper    Latind  edit,  per  D.  Picardum 
Parisiensem. 

»  Apud  Bodin.  in  Method.  Hislor.  lib.  iv.  Apiid  Ang;atrt.  Triumphum  de 
AncoDBj  q.  14.  ad  4.  ti  <ia«Mi.  11^.  ad  4.  verb.  Hermannus. 
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rinus  and  Vivaldus  observe),  if  one  saint  be  called  in  qOestion, 
then  the  rest  miay ;  what  will  becx>me  of  the  devotions  which 
are  paid  to  such  saints  which  have  been  canonized  within 
these  last  five  centuries?  Concerning  whom  we  can  have 
but  slender  evidence  that  they  are  in  heaven  at  all.  And 
therefore  the  Cardinal  of  Camteray,  Felarus  de  Alliaoo,  wishes 
that  so  many  new  saints  were  not  canonized\  They  are 
indeed  so  many,  that  in  the  church  of  Rome»  the  holydays, 
which  are  called  their  ^greater  doubles,^  are  threescore  and 
four,  besides  the  feasts  of  Christ  and  our  lady,  and  the  hcdy- 
days  which  they  call  half-double  festivals,  together  with  the 
Sundays,  are  above  one  hundred  and  thirty.  So  that  besides 
many  hplydays  kept  in  particular  places,  there  are,  in  the 
whole  year  about  two  hundred  holydays,  if  we  may  believe 
their  own  Gavantus**;  which,  besides  that  it  is  an  intol^able 
burden  to  the  poor  labourer,  who  must  ke^  so  many  of 
them,  that  on  the  rest  he  can  scarce  earn  his  bread,  they  do 
also  turn  religion  into  superstition,  and  habituate  the  people 
to  idleness,  and  disorde]::ly  festivities,  and  impious  oelebra- 
tions  of  the  day  with  unchristian  merriments  and  Ucentious- 
ness.  We  conclude  this  with  those  words  of  St.  Paul,  •*  How 
shall  we  call  on  him,  on  whom  we  have  not  believed''?^ 
Christ  said,  ^^  Ye  believe  in  God,  believe  also  in  me."  But 
he  never  said,  Ye  have  believed  in  me,  believe  also  in 
my  saints.  No :  **  For  there  is  but  one  mediator  between 
God  and  man,  the  man  Christ  Jesus^.^  And  therefore  we 
must  come  to  God,  not  by  saints,  but  only  by  Jesus  Christ 
our  Lord. 


SECTION  IX. 

Theee  is,  in  the  church  of  Rome,  a  horrible  impiety  taught 
and  practised,  which,  so  far  as  it  goes,  must  needs  destroy 
that  part  of  holy  life  which  consists  in  the  holiness  of  our 
prayers;  and  indeed  is  a  conjugation  of  evils,  of  such  evils, 
of  which  in  the  whole  world  a  society  of  Christians  should 
be  least  suspected;   we  mean  the  infinite  superstitions  and 

*  Lib.  de  Reform.  Eq^les.  *>  De  FastiB  SuDCtor.  7.  10, 

c  Rom.  X.  14.  d  I  Tim.  ii.  5. 
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incantations,  or  charms  used  by  their  priests  in  their  exor- 
cising possessed  persons,  and  conjuring  of  devils. 

There  was  an  ecclesiastical  book  called  '  Ordo  Baptizandi 
cum   modo  Yisitandi/   printed  at  Venice,   A.  D.  1575,  ijx 
which  there  were  damnable  and  diabolical  charms,  inspmuc)i 
that   the   Spanish    inquisitors    in    their  expurgatory  index^ 
printed  at  Madrid,  A.  D«  161S,  commanded  ''  deleatur  tota 
exord^nus'  Luciferina,  cujus  initium  est,  Adesto,  Domine, 
tui  famuli ;^"  "all  that  Luciferian  exorcism  be  blotted  outi** 
But  whoever  looks  into  the  Treasure  of  Exorcisms  and  hor- 
rible  Conjurings  (for  that  is  the  very  title  of  the  book  printed 
at  Colen,  A.  D.  1608,)  shall  find  many  as  horrid  things,  and 
not  censured  by  any  inquisitors  as  yet,  so  far  as  we  have  ever 
read  or  heard.     Nay,  that  very  *  Luciferina,'  or  *  Devilish 
Exorcism,'  is  reprinted  at  Lyons,  A.  D.  1614,  in  the  *  Insti^ 
tutio  Baptizandi,'  which  was  restored  by  the  decree  of  the 
council  of  Trent:  so  that  though  it  was  forbidden  in  Spain, 
it  was  allowed  in  France.  -  But  as  bad  as  that  are  allowed 
everywhere  in  the  church  of  Rome :  the  most  famous  and  of 
most  public  use  are  *  The  Treasure  of  Exorcisms,'  of  which 
we  but  now  made  mention ;  ^  the  Roman  Ritual,'  ^  the  Manual 
of  Exorcisms,'  printed  at  Antwerp,  A.  D.  16S6,  with  appro* 
bation  of  the  bishop,  and  privilege  of  the  Archdukes;    the 
Pastorals  of  several  churches,  especially  that  of  Ruremonde ; 
and  especially  the  '  Flagellum  Dsemonum,'  *  The  devil's  whip,' 
by  father  Jerome  Mengus,  a  friar  minor ;  which  the  clergy  of 
Orleans  did  use  in  the  exorcising  of  Martha  Brosser,  A.  D. 
1699,  the  story  whereof  is  in  the  epistles  of  Cardinal  D'*Ossat, 
and  the  history  of  the  excellent  Thuanus^. 

Now  from  these  books,  especially  this  last,  we  shall  repro* 
sent  their  manner  of  casting  out  devils ;  and  then  speak  a  word 
to  the  thing  itself. 

Their  manner  and  form  is  this : 

First  *^,  They  are  to  try  the  devil  by  holy  water,  incense, 
sulphur,  rue,  which  from  thence,  as  we  suppose,  came  to  be 
called  *  herb  of  grace,' — ^and  especially,  St.  John's  wort,  which 

^fie  miretUT  lector  eruditus^  quod  ^exorcismud'  apud  Inquisitores  sit 
fcBminini  generis  :  fortasse  dispeosatam  fuit  cum  bonis  viris  in  hpc  articulo. 
An  potins  factum  quia  bonus  Angelus  nunquam,  mali  autem  Genii  seepissime 
sub  forma  foeminina  apparuere ;  quod  notavit  Trithemius. 

b  Libt  ciiii.  ^  Flagellum  Dsemonum^  docum.  3, 
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therefore  they  call  *  devifs  flight ;'  -with  which  if  they  cannot 
cast  the  devil  out,  yet  they  may  do  good  to  the  patient;  for 
(90  Pope  Alexander  I.^  promised  and  commanded  the  priests 
to  use  it  for  sanctifying  and  pacifying  the  people,  and  driving 
away  the  snares  of  the  devil :  and  to  this,  it  were  well  if  the 
exorcist  would  rail  upon,  mock  and  jeer  the  devil;  for  h^ 
cannot  endure  a  witty  and  a  sharp  taunt,  and  loves  jeering 
and  railing  no  more  than  he  loves  holy  water ;  and  this  was 
well  tried  of  old  against  an  empuse,  that  met  Apollonius 
Tyanseus  at  Mount  Caucasus,  against  whom  he  railed,  and 
exhorted  his  company  to  do  so*. 

Next  to  this,  the  exorcist  may  ask  the  devil  some  ques- 
tions; What  is  his  name?  How  many  of  them  there  are? 
For  what  cause,  and  at  what  time  he  entered  ?  and,  for  his 
own  learning.  By  what  person  he  can  be  cast  out  ?  and  by 
what  saint  adjured  ?  Who  are  his  particular  enemies  in  heaVen  ? 
and  who  in  hell  ?  By  what  words  he  can  be  most  afflicted  ? 
for  the  devils  are  such  fools  that  they  cannot  keep  their 
own  counsel,  nor  choose  but  tell,  and  when  they  do,  they 
always  tell  true :  He  may  also  ask  him  by  what  covenant,  or 
what  charm  he  came  there,  and  by  what  he  is  to  be  released? 
Then  he  may  call  Lucifer  to  help  him,  and  to  tormetit  that 
spirit  (for  so  *  they  cast  out  devils  by  Beelzebub,  the  prince 
of  devils');  and  certainly  Lucifer  dares  not  but  obey  him. 
Next  to  this,  thd  exorcist  is  cunningly  to  get  out  of  the  devil, 
the  confession  of  some  article  of  faith,  for  the  edification  of 
the  stander&-by  (whom  he  may  by  this  means  convince  of 
the  truth  of  transubstantiation,  the  reality  of  purgatOify,  or 
the  value  of  indulgences),  and  conunand  hiln  to  knock  hiS 
head  three  times  against  the  ground,  in  adoration  of  the 
Holy  Trinity.  But  let  him  take  heed  what  relics  he  apply 
to  the  devil;  for,  if  the  relics  be  counterfeit,  the  devfl  will 
be  too  hard  for  him.  However,  let  the  exorcising  priest  be 
sture  to  bless  his  pottage,  his  meat,  his  ointment,  his  herbs ; 
and  then  also  he  may  use  some  schedule,  or  little  rolls  of 
paper,  containing  in  them  holy  words;  but  he  must  b^  sure 
to  be  exercised  and  skilful  in  all  things  that  belong  to  the 
conjuring  of  the  devil :  these  are  the  preparatory  documents, 
which  when  be  hath  observed,  then  let  him  fall  to  his  prayers. 

^  Vide  Raimon.  Lullinm.  lib,  ii.  de  quinta  essentia, 
c  Philost.  de'vita  ApoUonii. 
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Nb#  foi*  the  prayers,  they  also  are  piibliely  deMrtbed  in  the 
6ftces  before  cited ;  and  are  as  foIlotFeth  :-^ 

The  pHest  ties  his  stole  about  the  neck  of  the  possessed 
tfith  three  knots,  and  Jteiys,  "  O  ye  abominable  rebels  against 
God,  I  conjtire  you  spirits,  and  adjure  you,  I  call,  I  cJonstraiit, 
I  tfaH  oatj  I  contend  and  contest,  Irherevei*  you  are  in  this 
fiian,  by  the  Father,  Sod,  and  Holy  Ghost  [then  he  makes 
three  +1,  by  the  most  poirerfiii  tttaae  cff  God,  EB,  the 
iStroDg  and  admirable,  I  exorcise  you,  and  adjure  you,  and 
<tomitiand  you,  by  the  power  I  have,  that  you  incontitiently 
hear  th^  Wotds  of  my  conjurifig,  and  pefceive  yoursdvei 
oreroome,  and  command  you  not  to  depart  without  license, 
and  so  I  bind  you  with  this  stole  of  jucundity  ^  in  the  name 
rfthe  Father  +,  Son  +,  and  Holy  Ghost  +,  Amen!"  Then 
he  makes  two  and  thirty  crosses  more,  and  calls  over  one 
Hbd  thirty  nAmes  of  God  in  false  Hebrew,  and  base  (Jreek, 
ttd  soitte  Latin,  signifying  the  same  names;  and  the  two 
aM  thirtieth  is  by  the  sign  of  the  cross,  praying  God  to 
deliver  them  from  their  enemies.  Then  follow  more  prayers 
and  toore  adjurations^  and  more  conjurations  (for  they  are 
greatly  different  you  must  know)  and  aspersions  of  holy 
Water,  and  showings  of  the  cross,  and  signings  with  it.  Then 
they  adjure  the  devil  (in  case  the  names  of  God  will  not  do 
h>  by  8t,  Mary,  and  St.  Anne,  by  6t*  Michael,  and  St.  Ga- 
hriel,  by  Rftphael,  and  all  angels  and  archangels,  by  the 
Jtttfiarchs,  aiid  by  the  prophets,  and  by  his  own  infirmity, 
Ifjr  the  apostles,  and  by  the  martyrs ;  and  then  after  All  this^ 
If  the  devil  will  not  come  out,  he  must  tarry  there  still,  till  the 
lie^t  exorcii^ }  to  which  the  exorcidt  mttst  rail  at  the  devil, 
«nd  say  over  again  the  names  of  God,  and  then  ask  him 
^faeSdom,  and  read  over  the  sequences  ot  the  Gospels ;  and 
rtfker  that  tell  him,  that  he  hath  power  over  Mm,  for  he  cdtt 
trainiiibstEmti^e  bread  into  Christ's  body ;  and  then  conjure 
Mtia  itgmn,  and  call  him  ^  damned  devil,  unclean  spirit,^  and 
^  bad  as  he  can  call  him ;  and  so  pray  to  God  to  cast  him 
Ottt  of  the  man's  mouth  and  nose,  lips  and  teeth,  jaws  and 
dieekS)  eyes  and  forehead,  eye-brows  and  eye-lids,  his  fefet, 
and  his  members,  his  marrow  and  his  bones,  and  must  reckon 
every  pai*t  of  his  body:  to  which  purpose,  we  suppose'  it 
wmdd  b*  well  if  the  exorcist  were  well  skilled  in  La^rentius, 
or   Bd^hinus's  toatomy.    And  if  he  will  riot  go  out  fyet. 
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there  is  no  help  but  he  must  choose^  till  the  third  exorcism : 
in  which,  besides  many  prayers  and  conjurations  in  other 
words  to  the  same  purpose,  the  exorcist  must  speak  Umder^ 
[especially  if  it  be  a  deaf  devil,  for  then  indeed  it  is  the  m<«e 
necessary],  ai^d  tell. the  devil  his  own,  and  threaten  him 
terribly,  and  conjure  him  again,  and  say  over  to  him  about 
some  twenty  or  thirty  names  or  titles  of  Christ,  and  forbid 
the  devil  to  go  any  whither,  but  to  the  centre  of  the.  world, 
and  must  damn  him  eternally  to  the  sulphurous  flames  of 
hell,  and  to  be  tormented  worse  than  Lucifer  himself  for  his 
daring  to  resist  so  many  great  names ;  and  if  he  will. not  now 
obey,  let  him  take  fire  and  brimstone,  and  make  a  fume, 
whether  the  possessed  will  or  no,  until  the  devil  tell  you  all 
his  mind  in  what  you  ask  him:  [the  liver  of  Tobiases  fish 
were  a  rare  thing  here,  but  that  is  not  to  be  had  •  for  love,  or 
money] :  And  after  this,  he  conjures  him  agam,  by  some  of 
the  names  of  God,  and  by  the  merits,  and  all  the  good  thin^ 
which  can  be  spoken  or  thought  of  the  most  blessed  Virgin, 
and  by  all  her  names  and  titles,  which  he  must  reckon,  one  and 
forty  in  number,  together  with  her  epithets,  making  so  many, 
and  by  these  he  must  cast  him  headlong  into  hell. 

But  if  the  devil  be  stubborn,  for  some  of  them  are  very 
disobedient,  there  is  a  fourth,,  and  a  fifth,  and  a  sixth  exor- 
cism: and  then  he  conjures  the  earth,  the,  water,  and. the 
fire  to  make  them  of  his  party,  bxxA.  commands  them  not  to 
harbour  such  villanous  spirits,  and  commands  hell  to  hear 
him,  and  obey  his  word,  and  conjures  all  the  spirits  in  hejl 
to  take  that  spirit  to  themselves,  (for  it  may  be,  they  will 
understand  their  duty  better  than  that  stubborn  devil,  that  is 
broke  loose  from  thence).  But  if  this  chance  to  fail,  there  is 
yet  left  a  remedy  that  will  do  it:  he  must  make  the  picture 
of  the  devil,  and  write  his  name  over  the  head  of  it,  and 
conjure  the  fire  to  burn  it  most  horribly  and  hastily  [and  if 
the  picture  be  upon,  wood  or  paper,  it  is  ten  to  one  that  may 
be  done]:  After  all  this  sdr,.  Sprinkle  more  holy  ^ water, 
and,  take  sulphur,  galbanum,  assafcetida,  aristcdochia,  rue, 
St.  John'^s  wort;  all  which  being  distinctly  blessed,  the  exoi*- 
cist  must  hold  the  devil'^s  picture  over  the  fire,  and  adjure .th^ 
devil  to  hear  him ;  and  then  he  must  not  spare  him,  but  ,tdtt 
him  all  his  faults,  and  give  him  all  his  n^unes,  and  anathe- 
matize him,  and  curse  not  only  him^  but  Lucifer  too,  and 
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Beelzebub,  and  Satan,  and  Astaroth,  and  Behemot,  and  Be- 
herit,  and  all  togethar  [for  indeed  there  is  not  one  good- 
natured  devil  among  them  aU];  and  then 'pray  once  more, 
and  so  throw  the  devil's  picture  into  the  fire,  and  then  insult 
in  a  long  form:  of  crowing  over  him,  whkdi  is  there  set 
down. 

-:  And  now  after  all,  if  he  will  not  go  out,  there  is  a  seventh 
exordsm  for  him  with  new  ceremonies.  He  must  show  him 
the  consecrated  host  in  the  Fix,  pointing  at  it  with  lus  finger, 
and  then  conjure  him  again,  and  rail  at  him  once  more;  to 
which  purpose,  there  is  a  very  fine  form  taken  out  of  Frierius,  > 
and  set  down  in  the  ^  Flagellum  Daemonum ;  ^  and  then  let 
the  exorcist  pronounce  sentence  against  the  devil,  and  give  him 
his  oath,  and  then  a  commandment  to  go  out  of  the  several 
parts  of  his  body,  always  taking  care  that  at  no  hand  he  remain 
in  the  upper  parts ;  and  then  is  the  devifs  cue  to  come  out,  if 
he  have  a  mind  to  it  (for  that  must  be  always  supposed) ;  and 
then  follow  the  thanksgivings. 

'  This  is  the  manner,  of  their  devotion,  described  for  the  use 
of  their  exorcists ;  in  which  is  such  a  heap  of  folly,  madness^ 
superstition,  blasphemy,  and  ridiculous  guises,  and  playings 
with  the  devil,  that  if  any  man  amongst  us  should  use  such 
things,  he  would  be  in  danger  of  being  tried  at  the  next 
assizes  for  a  witch,  or  a  conjurer :  however,  certain  it  is,  what- 
ever the  devil  loses  by  pretending  to  obey  the  exordst,  he 
gains- more  by  this  horrible  debauchery  of  Christianity.  There 
needs  no  confutation  of  it,  the  impiety  is  visible  and  tangible ; 
and  it  is  sufiident  to  have  told  the  story. 
.    Only  this  we  say,  as  to  the  thing  itself: 

The  casting  out  of  devils  is  a  miraculous  power,  and  given 
at  first  for  the  confirmation  of  Christian  faith,  as  the  gift  of 
tongues  and  healing  were;  and  therefore  we  have  reason  to 
believe,  that  because  it  is  not  an  ordinary  power,-  the  ordinary 
exorcisms  cast  oiit  no  more  devils  than  extreme  unction  cures 
sicknesses.  We  do  not  envy  to  any  one,  any  grace  of  God, 
but  wish  it  were  more  modestly  pretended,  unless  it  could 
be  mere  evidently  proved.  Origen'  condemned  this  whole 
procedure  of  conjuring  devils  loag  since:  <<  ^useret  aliquis, 
si  convenit  vel  dsemones  adjurare?    Qui  aspidt  J^um  im- 

^Tract.  35.inMalt. 
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perantem dnmbnibuB,  sed  edum  potestatani&ntem d&dpulk 
super  omnia  dsemonia,  et  ut  infinnitates  ftanarent,  dioet,  noa 
est  secasdum  potestatem  datam  k  Balvatore  adjurare  deeiiiio- 
nia ;  Judaiciim  exam,  bst : "  **  If  any  one  adcs^  whedier  it 
be  iit  to  adjure  devils?  He  that  beholds  Jesus  cqaunaiidiag 
over  devils,  and  also  giving  power  to  his  disciples  0V& 
aU  unclean  spirits,  and  to  heal  diseases/  will  say,  that  to 
adjure  devils  is  not  according  to  the  power  ^ven  by  our 
blessed  Saviour;  for  it  is  a  Jewi^  trick  :^^  and  St.  Cluryso^ 
tom^  spake  soberly  and  truly,  ^^  We  poor  wretches  cannot 
drive  away  the  ffies,  much  less  devils.'' 

But  then  as  to  the  manner  of  their  conjurations  and  emr* 
cisms ;  this  we  say,  If  these  things  come  firom  God,  let  them 
i^ow  their  warranty,  and  their  books  of  precedents:  ifthef 
come  not  from  God,  they  are  like  the  enchantments  of  Balaam, 
the  old  heathens,  and  the  modern  magidand,  that  thdr  origind 
is  soon  discovered. 

But  yet  from  what  principle  it  comes,  that  they  have 
made  exorcists  an  ecclesiastical  order,  with  specid  words 
and  instruinents  of  collation ;  and  that  the  words  of  ordina- 
tion giving  them  power  only  over  possessed  Christians,  ea* 
techumens  or  baptized,  should  by  them  be  extended  and 
exercised  upon  all  infants,  as  if  they  were  all  possessed  by  the 
devil;  and  not  only  so,  but  to  bewitched  cattle,  to  mice 
and  locusts,  to  milk  and  lettuce,  to  houses  and  tempests ;  as  if 
their  charms  were  Prophylactic,  as  well.as  Therapeutic;  and 
could  keep,  as  well  as  drive  the  devil  out,  and  prevent  storms 
like  the  old  x^'koc^o(pu\aKss,  of  whom  Seneca^  makes  mention : 
of  these  things  we  cannot  guess  at  any  probable  principle,  ex- 
cept they  have  derived  them  from  the  Jewish  Cabala,  or  the 
ex(»cisms,  which  it  is  said  Solomon  used,  when  he  had  con- 
sented to  idolatry. 

But  these  things  are  so  unlike  the  wisdom  and  simplicity, 
the  purity  and  spirituality  of  Christian  devotion ;  are  so  per» 
fectly  of  their  own  devising,  and  wild  imagination ;  are  so  full 
of  dirty  superstitions,  and  ignorant  fancies,  that  there  are  not 
in  the  world  many  things,  whose  i^u£Perance  and  prad:ice  can  tkiate 
destroy  the  beauty  of  holiness,  or  reproach  a  church,  or  sodiety 
of  Christians. 

s  In  ilia  verba^  [Qui  credit  in  me^  majoia  faciet.] 
b  Ques.  Nat.  lib.  ir.  c.  6.  Rafakopf.  vol.  v.  p.  S54. 
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To  put  our  trust  and  confidence  in  God  only,  and  to  use 
fitttnldteries  of  hii^  own  appointment  and  sanctification,  is  so 
MBontiai  a  dutj  owing  by  us  to  Grod,  that  w^ioever  trusts  in 
imy  tMng  but  God,  is  a  breaker  of  the  first  commandment; 
ftnd  h^  that  invents  instrumental  supports  of  his  own  head, 
and  puts  a  subordinate  ministerial  confidence  in  them,  usurps 
tile  tigtitB  of  God,  and  does  not  pursue  the  interests  of  true 
religioQ,  "vidiose  vefry  essence  and  formality  is  to  glorify  God 
in  all  his  attributes,  and  to  do  good  to  man,  and  to  adrance 
the  honour  and  kingdom  of  Christ.  Now  how  greatly  the 
dliiirdi  of  Rome  prevaricates  in  this  great  soul  ci  religion, 
appears  by  too  evident  and  notorious  demonstration :  for  she 
hadt  invented  'sacramentals  of  her  own,  without  a  Divine 
tnurant,  ^siyiq^vspl  rSiy  Osicifv  xal  ayiwv  ryif  ^iffreafs  fMftrrnpiejVf 
jtM^cy  1*4  Tt>5^ov  Sv«/  r&v  Biiejv  «ara^«Ji$otf dai  ypa^m^  said  St.  Cyril  V 
♦*  Ooiiceming  the  holy  and  Divine  mysteries  of  faith  or  reli- 
gion, we  ought  to  do  nothing  by  chance,  or  of  our  own 
headi),  nothing  without  the  authority  of  the  Divine  Scrip- 
tures:-' but  the  church  of  Rome  does  otherwise;  invents 
things  of  her  own,  and  imputes  spiritual  effects  to  these 
j^cramentals ;  and  promises  not  only  temporal  blessings,  and 
immunities,  and  benedictions,  but  the  collation  or  increment 
of  spiritual  graces,  and  remission  of  venial  sins,  and  allevia- 
tion of  pains  due  to  mortal  sins,  to  thein  who  shall  lise  these 
sacmmentals :  which  because  God  did  not  institute,  and  did 
not  sanetify,  they  use  them  without  faith,  and  rely  upon 
them  without  a  promise,  and  make  themselves  the  fountains 
of  l^^se  graces,  and  produce  confidences,  whose  last  resort  's 
not  upon  Gkki,  who  neither  was  the  author,  nor  is  an  approver 
of  tbem. 
'  Of  this  nature  **  are  holy  water,  the  paschal '  wax,  oil, 
p(dm4x)Ughs,  holy  bi«ead  (not  eucharistical),  Agnus  DeTs, 
medals,  swords,  bells,  and  roses  hallowed  upon  the  Sunday 
called  *  Laetare  Jerusalem ;''  such  as  Pope  Pius  II.  sent  to 
J«nae8  II.  of  Scotland,  and  Sixtus  Quintus  to  the  Prince  of 

•  Cyril.  Hieros.  Catech.  4. 

**  Bellarm.  de  cultu  Sanct.  lib.  iii.  c.  7.  sect.  Secunda  propoBitio^  et  sect. 
SedOnd,  ad  deleiionenit ' 
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Parma:  concerning  which,  their  doctrine  is  this,  that  the 
blood  of  Christ  is  by  these  applied  unto  us,  that  they  do 
not  only  signify,  but  produce  spiritual  effects,  that  they 
blot  out  venial  sins,  that  they  drive  away  devils,  that  they 
cure  diseases,  and  that  though  these  things  do  not  ciperate 
infallibly,  as  do  the  sacraments,  and  that  God  hath  made 
no  express  covenant  concerning  them,  yet  by  the  devotion  of 
ihem.  that  use  them^  and  the  prayers  of  the  church,  they  do 
prevaU. 

Now  though  it  be  easy  to  say,  and  it  is  notcnrioualy  true 
in  theology,  that  the  prayers  of  the  church  can  never  prevail, 
but  according  to  the  grace  which  God  hath  promised;  and 
either  can  only  procure  a  blessing  upon  natural  things,  in 
order  to  their  natural  effects ;  or  else  an  extraordinary  super- 
natural effect,  by  virtue  of  &  Divine  promise ;  and  that  these 
things  are  pretended  to  work  beyond  their  natural  force, 
and  yet  God  hath  not  promised  to  them  a  supernatural 
blessing,  as  themsdves  confess ;  yet  besides  the  falseness 
of  the  doctrine,  on  which  these  superstitions  do  rely,  it  is 
also  as  evident,  that  these  iifstrumentahties  produce  an 
affiance  and  confidence  in  the  creature,  and  estrange  men^s 
hearts  from  the  true  religion  and  trust  in  God,  while  they 
think  themselves  blessed  in  their  own  inventions,  and  in 
digging  to  themselves  cisterns  of  their  own,  and  leaving  the 
fountain  of  blessing  and  eternal  life. 

To  this  purpose  the  Roman  priests  abuse  the  people  with 
romantic  stories  out  of  the  Dialogues  of  St.  Gregory,  and 
Venerable  Bede;  making  them  believe,  that  St.  Fortunatus 
cured  a  man'^s  broken  thigh  with  holy  water,  and  that  St 
Malachias,  the  bishop  of  Down  and  Connor,  cured  a  mad- 
man with  the  same  medicine;  and  that  St.  Hilarion  cured 
many  sick  persons  with  holy  bread  and  oil  (which  indeed  is 
the  most  likely  of  them  all,  as  being  good  food,  and  good 
medicine) ;  and  although  not  so  much  as  a  chicken  is  now-a- 
days  cured  of  the  pip  by  holy  water,  yet  upon  aU  occasions 
they  use  it,  and  the  common  people  throw  it  upon  children's 
cradles,  and  sick  cows*^  horns,  and  upon  them  that  are 
blasted;  and  if  they  recover  by  any  means,  it  is  inq>uted 
to  the  holy  water :  and  so  the  simplicity  of  Christian  re- 
ligion, the  glory  of  our  dependence  on  God,  the  wise  order 
and  economy  of  blessings  in  the  Gospel,  the  sacredness  and 
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mysteriousness  of  sacraments  and  Divine  institutions,  are  dis- 
ordered and.  dishonoured :  the  bishops  and  priests  inventing 
both  the.  word  and  the  element » institute  a  kind  of  sacrament, 
in  great  derogation  to  the  supreme  prerogative  of  Christ ;  and 
men  are  taught  to  go  in  ways  which  superstition  hath  invented, 
and  interest  does  support. 

But  there  is  yet  one  gi*eat  instance  more  of  this  irreligion. 
Upon  the  sacraments  themselves  they  are  taught  to  rely, 
with  so  little  of  moral  and  virtuous  dispositions,  that  the 
efficacy  of  one  is  made  to  lessen  the  necessity  of  the  other  ; 
and  .  tJie  sacraments  are  taught  to  be  so  effectual  by  an 
inherent  virtue,  that  they  are  not  so  much  made  the  instru- 
m^its  of  virtue,  as  the  supplelory  ;  not  so  much  to  increase, 
as  to  make  amends  for  the  want  of  grace;  on  which  we 
shall  not  now  insist,  because  it  is  sufficiently  remarked  in 
our  reproof  of  the  Roman  doctrines,  in  the  matter  of  repent- 
ance. 


SECTION  XI.     . 

After  all  this,  if  their  doctrines,  as  they  are  explicated  by 
th^r  practice,  and  the  commentaries  of  their  greatest  doctors, 
do  make  their  disciples  guilty  of  idolatry,  there  is  not  any 
thing  greater  to  deter  men  from  them,  than  that  danger  to 
their  souls. which  is  imminent  over  them,  upon  that  account. 

Their  worshipping  of  images  we  have  already  reproved, 
upon  the  account  of  its  novelty  and  innovation  in  Christian 
religion.  But  that  it  is  against  good  life,  a  direct  breach  of 
the  second  commandment,  an  act  of  idolatry,  as  much  as  the 
heathens  themselves  were  guilty  of,  in  relation  to  the  second 
commandment,  is  but  too  evident  by  the  doctrines  of  their 
own  leaders. 

For  •  if  to  give  Divine  honour  to  a  creature  be  idolatry, 
then  the  doctors  of  the  church  of  Rome  teach  their  people 
to  commit  idolatry ;  for  they  affirm,  that  the  same  worship 
which  is  given  to  the  prototype  or  principal,  the  same  is 
to  be  given  to  the  image  of  it.  As  we  worship  the  holy 
Trinity,  and  Christ,  so  we  may  worship  'the  images  of  the 
Trinity,  and  of  Christ ;  that  is,   with  *  Latria,'  or  *  Divine 

VOL.'X.  R 
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honour/  This  is  the  constant  sentence  of  the  divines : '  '<  Thd 
image  is  to  be  worshipped  with  the  same  honour  and  worship) 
with  which  we  worship  those  whose  image  it  is,^  said  Azorius, 
their  great  master  of  casuistical  theology.  And  this  is  the 
doctrine  of  their  great  St.  Thomas  %  of  Alexander  of  Ales, 
Bonaventure,  Albertus,  Richardus,  Capreolus,  Cajetan,  Cos- 
ter, Valentia,  Yasquez,  the  Jesuits  of  Cologne,  Triers,  and 
Mentz,  approving  Coster'^s  opinion. 

Neither  can  this  be  eluded  by  saying,  that  though  the 
same  worship  be  given  to  the  image  of  Christ,  as  to  Christ 
himself,  yet  it  is  not  done  in  the  same  way ;  for  it  is  teinii« 
natively  to  Christ  or  God,  but  relatively  to  the  image,  that 
is,  to  the  image  for  God'^s  or  Christ's  sake*  For  this  is 
that  we  complain  of,  that  they  gpve  the  same  worship 
to  an  image,  which  is  due  to  God ;  for  wbiEtt.  cause  soever 
it  be  done,  it  matters  not,  save  only  that  the  excuse  makes 
it,  in  some  sense,  the  worst  for  the  apology.  For,  to  do 
a  thing  which  God  hath  forbidden,  and  to  say  it  is  done 
for  God's  sake,  is  to  say,  that  for  his  sake  we  displease 
him ;  for  his  sake  we  give  that  to  a  creature,  which  is  God^s 
own  propriety.  But  besides  this,  we  affirm,  and  it  is  of 
itself  evident,  that  whoever.  Christian  or  heathen,  worships 
the  image  of  any  thing,  cannot  ppssibly  worship  that  image 
terminatively,  for  the  very  being  of  an  image  is  relative ;  and, 
therefore,  if  the  man  understands  but  common  sense,  he 
must  suppose  and  intend  that  worship  to  be  relative,  and  a 
heathen  could  not  worship  an  image  with  any  other  worship : 
and  the  second  commandment,  forbidding  to  worship  the 
"  likeness  of  any  thing  in  heaven  or  earth,^  does  only  forbid 
that  thing  which  is  in  heaven  to  be  worshipped  by  an.  image, 
that  is,  it  forbids  only  a  relative  worship :  for  it  is  a  contrap 
diction  to  say,  this  is  the  image  of  God,  and  yet  this  is  God ; 
and,  therefore,  it  must  be  also  a  contradiction,  to  worship  an 
image  with  Divine  worship  terminatively ;  for  then  it  must  be, 
that  the  image  of  a  thing  is  that  thing  whose  im^ge  it  is.  And, 
therefore,  these  doctors  teach  the  same  thing,  which  they  con- 
demn in  the  heathens. 

But  they  go  yet  a  little  further :  the  image  of  the  cross 
they  worship  with  Divine  honour;  and,  therefore,  although 


»  lustit.  moral,  par.  1.  lib.  ix.  c.  6, 
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this  Divine  wonfaip  ii  but  rektive,   yet  consequently,  the 
cross  itself  is  worshipped  terminatively  by  Divine  adoraticm. 
For  the  image  of  the  cross  hath  it  relatively,  and  fnr  the 
ooss's  sake ;  therefore  the  cross  itself  is  the  proper  and  fiill 
object  of  the    IKvine  adoration.     Now  that  tfiey  dp  and 
teach  this,  we  charge  upon  them  by  undeniable  records: 
for  in  the  very  <  Poiltiflcal/  published  by  the  auti[K)rity  of 
pope  Clement  the  Vlllth,   these  words  are  found/  *»  The 
legatees   cross   must  be  on  the  right  hand,  because  latria^ 
or  Divine  honour,  is  due  to  it^.'^    And  if  Divine  honouv 
rehitive  be  due  to  the  legatees  cross,  which  is  but  the  imi^ 
of  Chrisf  s  cross,  then  tMs  Divine  worship  is  terminated  on 
Ghrist^s  cross,  which  is  certainly  but  a  mere  creature.    To 
tins  purpose   are  the   words  of  Almain,     *<  The  images  of 
the  Trinity,  and  of  the  cross,    are  to  be  adored  with  the 
worship  of  latria  f*   that  is,   *  Divine.'     Now  if  the  image 
of  the  cross  be  the  intermedial,  then  the  cross  itself,  whose 
image  that  is,  must  be  the  last  object  of  this  Divine  worship ; 
and  if  this  be  not  idolatry,   it  can  never  be  told,  what  is  die 
notion   of  the  word.     But  this  passes  also  into  other  real 
^ects :  and  well  may  the  cross  itself  be  worshipped  by  Divine 
worship,  when  the  church  places  her  hopes  of  salvation  on  the 
o^ss;   for  so  she   does,   says  Aquinas,  and  makes  one  the 
argument  of  the  other,   and  proves  that  the  church  places 
her  hopes  of  salvation  on  the  cross,  that  is,  on  the  instru- 
ment of  Christ'^  passion,    by  a  hjrmn  which   she   uses   in 
her  offices ;    but  this  thing  we  have  remarked   above,   upon 
another  occasion.     Now  although  things  are  brought   to  a 
very  ill  state,   when  Christians   are  so  probably  and  appa- 
rently charged  with  idolatry,   and   that  the  excuses  are  too 
fine   to   be   understood   by  them   that  need  them;   yet  no 
excuse  can  acquit  these  things,  when  the  most  that  is,    or 
can  be  said,   is   this,   that  although   that  which   is    God*s 
due,  is  ^ven  to  a  creature ;  yet  it  is  given  with  some  differ- 
ence of  intention,   and  metaphysical  abstraction,   and  sepa- 
ration ;  especially,  since,  if  there  can  be  idolatry  in  the  wor- 
^ipping  of  an   image,  it  is  certain,   that  a  relative  Divine 
worship  is  this  idolatry ;  for  no  man  that  worships  an  image 

^  Edit.  Roman,  p.  672. 

R  2 


244  A  DISSUASIVE   FROM   POPERY, 

(in  that  consideration  or  formality)  can  make  the  image  the 
last  object :  either,  therefore,  the  heathens  were  not  idolaters 
in  the  worshipping  of  an  image,  or  else  these  men  are.  The 
heathens  did  indeed  infinitely  more  violate  the  first  command- 
ment ;  but  against  the  second,  precisely  and  separately  from  the 
first,  the  transgression  is  alike.  - 

The  same  also  is  the  case  in  their  worshipping  the  conse- 
crated bread  and  wine:  of  which  how  far  they  will  be  ex- 
cused before  God,  by  their  ignorant  pretensicxis  and  sup- 
positions, we  know  not;  but  they  hope  to  save  themselves 
harmless  by  saying,  that  they  believe  the  bread  to  be  their 
Saviour,  and  that  if  they  did  not  believe  so,  they  would  not 
do  so.  We  believe  that  they  say  true;  but  we  are  afraid 
that  this  will  no  more  excuse  them,  than  it  ^nill  excuse  those 
who  worship  the  sun  and  moon,  and  the  queen  of  heaven, 
whom  they  would  not  worship,  if  they  did  not  believe  them 
to  have  divinity  in  them  :  and  it  may  be  observed,  that  they 
are  very  fond  of  that  persuasion,  by  which  they  are  led  into 
this  worship.  The  error .  might  be  some  excuse,  if  it  were 
probable,  or  if  there  were  much  temptation  to  it :  but  when 
they  choose  this  persuasion,  and  have  nothing  for  it  but  a 
tropical  expression  of  Scripture,  which  rather  than  not  be- 
lieve in  the  natural,  useless,  and  impossible  sense,  they  will 
defy  all  their  own  reason,  and  four  of  the  five  operations  of 
their  soul,  seeing,  smelling,  tasting,  and  feeling, — ^and  con- 
tradict the  plain  doctrine  of.  the  ancient  church,  before  they 
can  consent  to  believe  this  error,  that  bread  is  changed  into 
God,  and  the  priest  can  make  his  maker :  we  have  too  much 
cause  to  fear,  that  the  error  is  too  gross  to  admit  an  excuse; 
and  it  is  hard  to  suppose  it  invincible  and  involuntary,  be- 
cause it  is  so  hard,  and  so  untempting,  and  so  unnatural 
to  admit  the  error.  We  do  desire  that  God  may  find  an 
excuse  for  it,  and  that  they  would  not.  J8ut  this ,  we  are 
most  sure  of,  that  they  might,  if  they  pleased,  find  many 
excuses,  or  rather  just  causes,  for  not  giving  Divine  honour 
to  the  consecrated  elements;  because  there  are  so .  many 
contingencies  in  the  whole  conduct  of  this  affair,  and  we 
are  so  uncertain  of  the  priest's  intention,  and  we  can  never 
be  made  certain,  that  there  is  not  in  the  whole  order  of  causes 
any  invalidity  in  the  consecration ;  and  it  is  so  impossible 
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that  any  man  should  be  sure  that  *  here,'  and  *  now,'  and 
<  thiV  bread  is  transubstantiated,  and  is 'really  the  natural 
body  of  Christ ;  that  it  were  fit  to  omit  the  giving  God's  due 
to  that  which  they  do  not  know  to  be  any  thing  but  a  piece  of 
bread,  and  it  cannot  consist  with  holiness,  and  our  duty  io 
God,  certainly  to  give  divine  worship  to  that  thing,  which 
though  their  doctrine  were  true,  they  cannot  know  certainly 
to  have  a  Divine  Being  \ 
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And  now  we  shall  pliunly  represent  to  our  charges,  how  this 
whole  matter  stands.  The  case  is  this,  the  religion  of  a 
Christian  consists  in  faith  and  hope,  repentance  and  charity. 
Divine  worship  and  celebration  of  the  sacraments,  and  finally 
in  keeping  the  commandments  of  God.  Now  in  all  these,  both 
in  doctrines  and  practices,  the  church  of  Rome  does  danger- 
ously err,  and  teaches  men  so  to  do. 

They  do  injury  to  faith,  by  creating  new  articles,  and  en- 
joining them  as  of  necessity  to  salvation.  They  spoil  their 
hope,  by  placing  it  upon  creatures,  and  devices  of  their  own. 
They  greatly  sin  against  charity,  by  damning  all  that  are  not 
of  their  opinion,  in  things  false  or  uncertain,  right  or  wrong. 
They  break  in  pieces  the  salutary  doctrine  of  repentance, 
making  it  to  be  consistent  with  a  wicked  life,  and  little  or  no 
amendment.  .  They  worship  they  know  not  what,  and  pray  to 
them  that  hear  them  not,  and  trust  on  that  which  helps  them 
not.  And  as  for  the  commandments,  they  leave  one  of  them 
out  of  their  catechisms  and  manuals ;  and  while  they  contend 
earnestly  against  some  opponents  for  the  possibility  of  keeping 
them  all,  they  do  not  insist  upon  the  necessity  of  keeping  any 
in  the  course  of  their  lives,  till  the  danger  or  article  of  their 

c  Nemini  potest  per  iidem  constare  se  recepisse  vel  minimum  sacramentum.- 
Estque  hoc  ita  cerium  ex  fide,   ac  clarum  est  nos  vivere.    NuUo  est  via>  qua> 
citra  revelationem,  nosse  possumus  intentionem  ministrantis,  vel  evidenter, 
vel  certo  ex  fide.    Andreas  Vega>  lib.  ix.  de  justific.  c.  17. — 

Non  potest  quis  esse  certus,  certitudine  fidei,  se  perciperc  verum  sacra- 
mentum  :  cum  sacramen turn  sine  intentione  ministrinon  conficiatur,  etinteQ* 
tionem  alterius  nemo  videre  potest.  Bellar*  lib.  iii.  c.  8.  sect.  Dicent. 
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death.  And  concerning  the  sacraments,  they  have  egregiously 
prevaricated  in  two  points.  For  not  to  mention  their  reckon- 
ing of  seven  sacraments,  which  we  only  reckon  to  be  an  un- 
necessary, and  unscholastical  error ;  they  take  the  one  half  of 
the  principal  away  from  the  laity ;  and  they  institute  little 
sacraments  of  then:  own ;  they  invent  rights,  and  annex  spirit 
tual  graces  to  them,  what  they  please  themselves,  of  their  own 
head,  without  a  Divine  warrant  or  institution  $  and,  at  last 
persuade  their  people  to  that  which  can  never  be  excused,  at 
least  from  material  idolatry. 

If  these  things  can  consist  with  the  duty  of  Christians, 
not  only  to  eat  what  they  worship,  but  to  adore  those  things 
with  Divine  worship,  trhich  are  not  God;  to  reconcile  a 
wicked  life  with  certain  hopes  and  expectations  of  heaven 
at  last,  and  to  place  these  hopes  upon  other  things  than  God, 
and  to  damn  all  the  world  that  are  not  Christians  at  this 
fate :  then  we  have  lost  the  true  measures  of  Christianity ; 
and  the  doctrine  and  discipline  of  Christ  is  not  a  natural  and 
rational  religion :  not  a  religion  that  makes  men  holy,  but  a 
confederacy  under  the  conduct  of  a  sect,  and  it  must  rest  in 
forms  and  ceremonies,  and  devices  of  man'^s  invention.  And 
although  we  do  not  doubt,  but  that  the  goodness  of  Grod 
does  so  prevail  over  all  the  follies  and  malice  of  mankind, 
that  there  are,  in  the  Rotnan  communion,  many  very  good 
Christians;  yet  they  are  not  such,  as  they  are  papists,  but 
by  something  that  is  higher,  and  before  that,  something 
£hat  is  of  an  abstract  or  more  sublime  consideration.  And 
though  the  good  people  amongst  them  are  what  they  are  by 
the  grace  and  goodness'df  God,  yet  by  all  or  any  <rf  these  opi- 
nions they  are  not  so:  but  the  very  best  suffer  diminution, 
and  allay  by  these  things ;  and  very  many  more  are  t^rholljr 
subvert^  and  destroyed. 
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CHAPTER  III. 

The  Church  of  Rome  teaches  DoctrineSf  which  in  many 
Things  are  destructive  of  Christian  Society  in  genend^ 
and  of  Monarchy  in  special ;  both  which^  the  Religion  of 
the  Church  of  England  and  Ireland  does,  by  her  Doctrines^ 
greatly  and  christianly  supports 

SECTION  I. 

That  in  the  church  of  Rome^  it  is  publicly  taught  by  their 
greatest  doctors,  that  it  is  lawfiil  to  lie,  or  deceive  the  ques- 
tion of  the  magistmte,  to  conceal  their  name,  and  to  tell  a 
£ilse  one,  to  elude  all  examinations,  and'  make  them  insig- 
idflcant  and  toothless,'  cannot  be  doubted  by  any  n^an  that 
icnows  how  the  English  priests  have  behaved  themselves  in 
the  times  of  queen  Elizabeth,  king  James,  and  the  blessed 
martyr  king  Chariest.  Emonerius  wrote  in  defence  of  it; 
and  father  Barnes,  who  wrote  a  book  against  lying  and  equivo- 
cating, was  suspected  for  a  heretic,  and  smarted  severely  under 
their  hands. 

<•  To  him  that  asks  you  again  for  what  you  have  paid 
him  already,  you  may  safely  say,  You  never  had  any  thing 
cf  him,  meaning  so  as  to  owe  it  him  now :"  it  is  the  doctrine 
df  Emanuel  6i  and  Sandiez ;  whidi  we  understand  to  be  a 
great  lie,  and  a  great  sin,  it  being  at  the  best  a  deceiving  of 
the  law,  that  you  be  not  deemed  by  your  creditor ;  that  is,  a 
doing  evil  to  prevent  one :  a  an,  to  prevent  the  losing  of  your 
money* 

If  R  maii  asks  his  wife  if  she  be  an  adultress,  though  she 
be,  y^  she  may  say,  ^  she  is  not,'  if  in  her  mind  secretly  she 
say,  **  not  with  a  purpose  to  tell  you :"  so  cardinal  Tolet 
t6»dle«^  And  if  a  man  swears  he  will  take  such  a  one 
to  Ids  wife,  being  oompelled  to  swear ;  he  may  secretly  mean, 
*  if  hereafter  she  do  please  me*^  And  if  a  man  swears  to 
a  thief  ^t  he  will  give  him  twenty  crowns,  he  may  secretly 
say,  ^  If  I  please  to  do  so  ;^  and  then  he  is  not  bound.  And 
of  this  doctrine  Vasquez  ^  brags,  as  of  a  rare,  though  new 

*  Ingtract*  Sacerd.  lib.  iv.  c.  21.  c<  23. 
« >  In. 8  tonif  i«  qu«  93.  art.  5.  dub.  \Z^ 
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invention,  saying,  it  is  gathered  out  of  St.  Austin,  and 
Thomas  Aquinas,  who  only  found  out  the  way  of  saying 
nothing  in  such  cases  and  questions,  asked  by  judges;  but 
this  invention  was  drawn  out  by  assiduous  disputations.  He 
that  promises  to  say  an  Ave  Mary,  and  swears  he  will,  or 
vows  to  do  it,  yet  sins  not  mortally,  though  he  does  not 
do  it,  said  the  great  Navar%  and  others  whom*  he  follows. 
There  is  yet  a  further  degree  of  this  iniquity ;  not  only  in 
words,  but  in  real  actions,  it  is  lawful  to  deceive  of  rob  your 
brother,  when  to  do  so  is  necessary  for  the  preservation  of 
your  fame:  for  no  man  is  bound  to  restore*  stolen  goods, 
that  is  to  cease  from  doing  injury,  with  the  peril  of  his 
credit. ,  So  Nayar,  and  cardinal  Cajetan  and  Tolet^.  teaches; 
who  adds  also,  ^^  Hoc  multi  dicunt,  quorum  ^  sententiam 
potest  quis  tutS  consdentia  sequi  :^  **  Many  say  the  same 
thing;  whose  doctrine  any  man  may  follow  with  a  safe 
conscience.'"  N^y^  /'^^  ^^^  a. man's  credit,  an  honest  man, 
that  is. ashamed  to  beg,  may  steal  what  is  necessary  for  him^^ 
says  Diana. 

Now,  by  these  doctrines*,  a  man  is  taught  how  to  be  an 
honest  thief,  and  to  keep  what  he  is  bound  to  restore ;  and 
by  these  we  may  not  only  deceive  our  brother,  but  the  law, — 
and  not  only. the  law,  but  God  also,  even  with  an  oath,  if  the 
matter  be  but  small :  it  never  mak^s  God  angry  with  you,  or 
puts  you  out;  of  the  state  of  grace.  But  if  the  matter  he 
great,  yet  to  prevent  a  great .  trouble  to  yourself  j  you  ^  may 
conceal  a  truth,  by  saying  that  which,  is  false,  accordiiKg-to 
the  general  doctrine  of  the  late  casuists.  So  that  a  man-is 
bound  to  keep  truth  and  honesty,  when  it  is  for  his  turn,  but 
not  ."  if  it  be  to  his  own  hindrance ;"  and,  therefore,  David 
was  not  in  the  right,  but  was  something  too  nice,  in:  the  reso- 
lution of  the  like  case,  in  the  fifteenth  psalm.  Now.  althoujgh 
that  we  do  not  affirm,  •  that  these  x particulars  are  the  -doctrine 
of  the  whole  church  of  Rome,  because  little  things,  and  "of 
this  nature,  never  are  considered  in  theit  public  articles,  of 
confession;  yet  a  man.  may  do  these. vile  things  (for  so  we 
understand  them  to  be),  and  find  justifications/and.  warran^, 
and  shall  not  be  affrighted  with  the  terrors  of:  damnation,  nor 

*^  Manual,  c,  18.  n.  .7. .       ^  Apud  Tolet.  instruct.  Sacerd.  lib.  v.  c.  $. 
« lu  Coroiiend.  p.  335,  Lugduni,  A.  D.  1641. 
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the  impodtion  of  penances :  he  may,  for  all  these  things,  be  a 
good  catholic,  though  it  may  be,  not  a  very  good' Christian. 
But  since  these  things  are  affirmed  by  so  many,  th^  opinion  is 
prohJEible,  and  the  *'  practice  safe,^  saith  cardinal  Tolet'. 

But  we  shaU  instance  in  things  of  more  public  concern 
and  catholic  authority.  No  contracts,  leagues,  societies,  pro- 
mises, vows,  orroaths^  are  a  sufficient  security  to  liim  that 
deals  with  one  of  the  church  of  Rome,  if  he  shall  pleaise  to 
make  use  of  that  liberty,  which  may,  and  many  times  is^  and 
always  can  be  granted  to  him.  For,  first,  it  is  affirmed,  and 
was  practised  by  a  whole  council  of  bishops  at  Constance, 
that  faith  is  not  to  be  kept  with  heretics ;  and  John  Huss  and 
Jerome  of  Prague,  and  Savanarola,  felt  the  misichief  of  viola- 
tion of  public  faith ;  and  the  same  thing  was  disputed  fiercely 
at  Worms,  in  the  case  of  Luther,  to  whom  Caesar  had  given  a 
safe  conduct,  and  very  many  would  have  had  it  to  be  broken ; 
but  Csssar  was  a  better  Christian  than  the  ecclei^astics  and 
their  party,  and  more  a  gentleman.  But  that  no  scrupulous 
princes  may  keep  their  words  any  more  in  such  cases,  or 
think  themselves  tied  to  perform  their  safe  conducts  given  to 
heretics,  there  is  a  way  found  out  by  a  new  catholic  doctrine ; 
Becanus  shall  speak  this  point  instead  of  the  rest  c^:  ^.^  There 
are  two  distinct  tribunals,  and  the  ecclesiastical  is  the  supe- 
rior; and,  therefore,  if  a  secular  prince  gives  his  subjects  a 
safe  conduct,  he  cannot  extend  it  to  the  superior  tribunal ;  nor, 
by  any  security,  given,  hinder  the  bishop  or  the  pope  to  ex- 
ercise their  jurisdiction:"  and  upon  the  account  of  this  or  the 
like  doctrine,  the  pope  and  the  other  ecclesiastics  did  prevail  at 
Constance,  for  the  burning  of  their  prisoners,  to  whom  safe 
conduct. had  been  granted.  But  these  things  are  sufficiently 
known  by  the  complaints  of  the  injured  persons. 
-.  But  not  only  to  heretics,  but  to  our  friends  also,  we  may 
break  our  prcMnises,  if  the  pope  give  us  leave.  It  is  a  pubKc 
and  an  avowed  doctrine,  that  if  a  m^n  have  taken  an  oath  bf 
a  thing  lawful  and  honest,  and  in  his  power,  yet  if  it  hinders 
him  from  doing  a  greater  good,  the  pope  can  dispense  with 
his  oath,  and  take  off  the  obligation.  This  is  expressly 
affirmed  by  one  of  the  most  moderate  of  them,  Canus'*,  bishop 
of  the  Canaries.     But  beyond  dispute,  and  even  without  a 

'  Ubi  supra.  S  Tlieol.  Schola.  b  jielect*  de  Pcenitent. 
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dispensaticm,  they  all  of  them  own  it,  that  if  a  man  have  pro* 
mised  to  a  woman  to  marry  her,  and  Is  betrothed  to  her^  and 
hath  sworn  it,  yet  if  he  will,  before  the  consummation,  ent^ 
into  a  monastery,  his  oath  shall  not  bind  him,  his  promise  is 
null ;  but  his  second  promise,  that  shall  standi  And  he  that 
denies  this,  is  accursed  by  the  council  of  Trent^ 

Not  <mly  husbands  and  wives  espoused  may  brealc  the* 
vows  and  mutual  obligation,  against  the  will  c^  one  aao&e 
but,  in  the  church  of  Rome,  children  have  leave  given  the 
to  disobey  their  parents,  so  they  will  but  turn  friars;   ai 
this  they  might  dd,  ^rls  at  twelve,  tmd  boys  at  the  age 
fourteen  years;  but  the  council  of  Trent  enlarged  it  to  s 
teen;  but/the  thing  was  taught  and  decreed  by  pope  C 
ment  III.,  and  Thomas  Aquinas  did  m\  and  then  it  i 
made  lawful  by  him  and  his  scholars,  though  it  was  escprtf 
against  the  doctrine  and  laws  of  the  preceding  ages  of 
church,  as  appears  in  the  capitulars  of  Charles  the  Grc 
But  thus  did    the  Pharisees  teach   their  children    to    c 
.  corban,^  and  neglect  their  parents;   to  pretend  reli^on, 
prejudice  oi  filial   piety.      In    this   particular,   iBrodius, 
French  lawyer,  an  excellently  learned  man,  suffered  sadly  ^j 
the  loss,  and  forcing  of  a  hopeful  son  from  him,  and  he  com- 
plained mo&t  excellently  in  a  book  written  on  purpose  upon 
this  subject. 

But  these  mischiefs  are  doctrinal,  and  accounted  lawful: 
but  in  the  matter  of  marriages  and  contracts,  promises  and 
vowS|  where  a  doctrine  fiiils,  it  c^n  b6  supplied  by  the  pope's 
power  ^  which  thing  is  avowed  and  owned  without  a  cover : 
for  when  pope  Clement  V.*  condemned  the  order  of  knights 
templars,  he  disowned  any  justice  or  right  in  doing  it,  but 
stuck  to  his  ppwer:  ^^  Quamquam  de  jure  non  possumus, 
tamen,  ex  plenitudine  potestatis,  dictum  ordin«¥i  repro- 
bamus ;''  that  is,  "  Though  by  right  we  cannot  do  it,  yet  by 
the  fulness  of  power  we  ccmdemn  the  said  order  :^  for  he  can 
dispense  always,  and  in  all  things  where  there  is  cause^  and 
in  many  things  where  there  is  no  cau^ ;  '  sed  sub  majori 
pretio^'  f  under  a  greater  price,^  said  the  tax  of  the  datary, 

*  Scss.  8.  can.  6.  . 

^  Cap.  eum  virum  de  regularibus.  Aquin.  2.  2.  q.  88.  art.  9.  Lib.  i.  c.  101« 

1  Thorn.  Walsiiigham. 


^ 
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where  the  price  of  the  Beveral  diApensattons,  even  in  ^  oausa 
tiurpi/  ^  in  base  and  filthy  causes/  are  set  down. 

Intrant!  nummo,  quasi  quodam  principe  sutnmo, 
Exsiliunt  valvce,  nihil  auditur  nisi '  salve".* 

V,   the  pope    can    dispense   ^  supra   jus,    contra  jus,' 

law,  and  against  law  and  right/  said  Mosconius,  in 

ks  of  ^  The  Majesty  of  the  Militant  Church  f  for  <  the 

"  tribunal  and  God^s  is  but  one;  and,  therefore,  every 

le  creature  is  subject  to  the  pope^s  empire,^  said  the 

hor".     And  what  dispensations  he  usually  gives,  we 

informed  by  a  gloss  of  their  own,  upon  the  canon 

Ota  mirabile,  quod  cum  eo  qui  peccat  dispensatur ; 

^.  autem  qui  non  peccat^  non  dispensatur:^  *^  It  is  a 

^  I  thing  that  they  should  dispense  with  a  fornicator, 

vith  him  who  marries  after  the  death  of  his  first 

?hey    give    divorces  for  marriages    in    the    fourth 

nd  give  dispensation  to  marry  in  the  second.     These 

re  a  sufiicient   charge,  and    yet .  evidently  soy    and 

owned. 

eed  not  aggravate  this  matter,  by  what  Panormitano 
and  others  do  say,  that  the  pope  hath  power  to  dispense  in 
all  the  laws  of  Gk)d,  except  the  articles  of  faith ;  and  how 
much  of  this  they  own  and  practise^  needs  no  greater  instance^ 
than  that  which  Volaterran  tells  of  Pope  Innocent  VIII.,  that 
he  gave  the  Norwegians  a  dispensation,  not  only  to  commu- 
nicate, but  to  consecrate  in  bread  only. 

As  the  pope,  by  his  dispensations,  undertakes  to  dissolve 
the  ordinances  of  God,  so  also  the  most  solemn  contracts  of 
men:  of  which  a  very  great  instance  was  given  by  Pope 
Clement  VII.,  who  dispensed  with  the  oath  which  Francis  I. 
of  France  solemnly  swore  to  Charles  V.,  emperor,  after  the 
battle  of  Pavy,  and  gave  him  leave  to  be  perjured.  And  one 
of  the  late  popes  dispensed  with  the  bastard  son  of  the 
conde  D'OUvarez,  or  rather,  plainly  dissolved  his  marriage, 
which  he  made  and  consummated  with  Isabella  D^^sueta, 
whom  he  had  publicly  married   when   he  was  but  a  mean 

™  Deferunt  auram  et  argentum,  et  reportant  chartas.  Card.  Cusan. 
B  Lib.  1.  de  Sommo  Pontif.  vide  etiam  Jacobum  de  Terano  :  et  Ravis*  de 
C036U.  du  Trent,  cap.  Quia  circa  Extra,  de  Bigamis. 

o  Cap.  Proposui.  de  Coacess.  PriBl>eBd.  0.  ^ 
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person,  the  son  of  Donna  Marguerita  Spinola,  and  under  the 
nameof  Julian  Valeasar.  But  when  the  conde  had  declared 
hun  son  and  heir,  the  pope  dissolved  the  first  marriage,  and 
gave  him  leave,  under  the  name  of  Henry  Philip  de  Guzman, 
to  marry  D.  Juana  de  Valesco,  daughter  to  the  constable  of 
Castile. 

And  now  if  it  be  considered,  what  influence  these  doc 
trines  have  upon  societies  and  communities  of  men,  they  will 
need  no  further  reproof  than  a  mere  enumeration  of  the 
mischiefs  they  produce.  They,  by  this  means,  legitimate 
adulterous  and  incestuous  marriages,  and  disannul  lawful 
contracts:  they  give  leave  to  a  spouse  to  break  his  or  her 
vow  and  promise ;  and  to  children  to  disobey  their  parents, 
and,  perhaps,  to  break  their  mother's  heart,  or  to  undo  a 
family.  No  words  can  bind  your  faith,  because  you  can  be 
dispensed  with ;  and  if  you  swear  you  will  not  procure  a 
dispensation,  you  can  as  well  be  dispensed  with  for  that 
perjury  as  the  other ;  and  you  cannot  be  tied  so  fast,  but  the 
pope  can  urJoose  you.  .  So  that  there  is  no  certainty  in  your 
promise  to  God,  or  faith  to  men;  in  judicatories  to  magis« 
trates,  or  in  contracts  with  merchants;  in  the  diity  of  chiilc^n 
to  their  parents,  of  husbands  to  their  wives,  or  wives  to  their 
contracted  husbands  ;  of  a  catholic  to  a  heretic ;  and  last  of 
all,  a  subject  to  his  prince  cannot  be  bound  so  strictly,  but  if 
the  prince  be  not  of  the  pope's  persuasion,  or  be  by  him 
judged  a  tyrant,  his  subjects  shall  owe  him  no  obedience. 
But  this  is  of  particular  consideration,  and  reserved  for 
Sect.  III. 


SECTION  II. 


Thebb  is  yet  another  instance,  by  which  the  church  of 
Rome  does  intolerable  prejudice  to  governments  and  societies: 
in  which,  although  the  impiety  is  not  so  apparent,  yet  the 
evil  is  more  owned,  and  notorious,  and  defended;  and  that 
is,  the  exemption  of  ihdr  clergy  from  the  jurisdiction  of 
secular  princes  and  magistrates,  both  in  their  estates  and 
persons:  not  only  in  the  matters  of  simony,  heresy,  and 
apostasy,  but  in  matters  of  theft,  perjury,  murder,  adultery, 
blasphemy,  and  treason;   in  which  cases  they  suffer  not(i 
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clergyman  to  be  adjudged  by  the  secular  power  until  the 
church  hath,  quit  him,  and  turned  him  over,  and  given  them, 
leave  to  proceed.  ;  This  was  verified  in  the  synod  of  DftU* 
matia%  held  by  the  legates  of  pope  Innocent  III.,  and  is  now, 
in  the  church  of  Rome,  pretended. to  be  by  Divine  right; 
**  For  it  cannot  be  proved,  that  secular  princes  are  the  lawful 
superiors  and  judges  of  clergymen,  unless  it  can  be  proved, 
that  the  sheep  are  better  than  the  shepherd,  or  sons  than 
their  fathers,  or  temporals  than  spirituals,^  said  Bellarmine^ : 
and,  th^r^ore,  it  is  a  shame,  says  he,  to  see  princes  con- 
tending with,  bishops  for  precedency  or  for  lands.  For  the 
truth  is  this,  wl^tever  the  custom  be,  the  prince  is  the 
bishop^s  subject,  not  the  bishop  the  princess :  for  no  man  can 
serve  two  masters ;  the  pope  is  their  own  superior,  and,  there- 
fore the  secular  prince  cannot  be.  So  both  Bellarmine  and 
Suarez^  conclude  this  doctrine  out  of  Scripture. 

And  although  in  this,  as  in  all  things  else,  when  he  finds 
it  for  the  advantage  of  the: church,  the  pope  can  dispense; 
and  divers  popes  of  Rome  did  give  power  to  the  common- 
wealth of  Venice  to.  judge  clergymen j  and  punish  them  for 
great  ofiences;  yet  how  ill  this  was  taken  by  Paulus  Y.  at 
their  hands,  and  what  stirs  he  made  in  Christendom  con- 
cerning it,  the.  world  was  witness;  and  it  is  to  be  read  in  the 
History  of  the  Venetian  Interdict;  and  not  without  great 
difficulty  defended  by  Marcus  Antonius  Feregrinus,  M. 
Antonius  Othelius,  and  Joachim  Scaymus  of  Padua,  beside 
the  doctors  of  Venice. 

Now  if  it  be  considered,  how  great  a  part  of  mankind,  in 
the  Roman  communion,  are  clergymen,  and  how  great  a 
portion  of  the  lands  and  revenues,  in  each  kingdom,  they 
have ;  to  pretend  a  Divine  right  of  exemption  of  their  per- 
sons from  secular  judicatories,  and  their  lands  from  secular 
burdens  and  charges  of  the  commonwealth,  is  to  make  re- 
ligion a  very  little  friend  to  the  public;  and  causes  that  by 
how  much  there  is  more  of  religion,  by  so  much  there  is  the 
less  of  piety  and  public  duty.  Princes  have  many  times  felt 
the  evil,  and  are  always  subject  to  it,  when  so  many  thou- 

«  St  Imperator^  dtst.  96,  &c.    Eccleaia  S.  M.  de  Constitut.  A.  D.  1J99. 
^  Can.  5.  de  Clericis,  lib.  i.   c.  SO.  sect   Quarto    objiciunt«*-De  Offic. 
Christiani  Prin.  lib.  i.  c.  5. 

c  Suarez,  Defens.  contra  sect.  Anglic,  lib.  iv.  c.  17.  sect.  15, 16,  et  18. 
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sand  persons  are  ia  their  kiirgdottts^'and  y«t  subjects  to  a 
foreign  power.  But  we  need  not  trouble  ourselves  to  reckon 
the  evils  consequent  to  this  procedure ;  themselves  have 
owned  them,  even  the  very  worst  of  things,  "  The  rebellion 
of  a  clergyman  against  his  prince  is  not  treason,  because 
he  is  not  his  prince'^s  subject:^  It  is  expressly  taught  by 
Emanuel  Sk^;  and  because  the  Frenchmen,  in  seed  tothdr 
own  king,  cbuld  not  endure  this  doctrine,  these  words  were 
left  out  of  the  edition  of  Paris,  but  still  remain  in  the 
editions  of  Antwerp  and  Cologne.  But  the  thing  is  a  general 
rule,  ^^  That  all  ecclesiastical  persons  are  free  from  secular 
jurisdictkxi  in  causes  criminal,  whether  civil  or  ecclesiastical : 
and  this  rule  is  so  general,  that  it  admits  no  exception :  and 
so  certain  that  it  cannot  be  denied,  unless  you  will  contra- 
dict the  principles  of  faith  :^  so  father  Suarez*.  And  this  is 
pretended  to  be  allowed  by  councils,  sacred  canons,  and  aD 
the  doctors  of  laws,  human  and  Divine ;  for  so  Bellarmine 
affirms'.  Against  which,  since  it  is  a  matter  of  faith  and 
doctrine  which  we  now  charge  upon  the  diurch  of  Rome,  as 
an  enany  to  public  government,  we  shall  think  it  sufficient 
to  oppose  Qgainst  their  pretension,  the  plain  and  easy  words 
of  St.  Paul«,  "  Let  every  soul  be  subject  to  the  higha* 
powers :"  *  every  soul,'  that  is,  saith  St.  Chrysostacn**,  whe- 
ther he  be  a  monk  or  an  evangelist,  a  prophet  or  an  apostle. 

Of  the  like  iniquity,  when  it  is  extended  to  its  utmost 
conmientary,  which  the  commenters  of  the  church  of  Rome 
put  upon  it,  is,  the  Divine  right  of  the  seal  of  confession; 
which  they  make  so  sacred,  to  serve  such  ends  as  they  have 
chosen,  that  it  may  not  be  broken  up  to  save  the  lives  of 
princes,  or  of  the  whole  republic,  saith  Tolet* ;— No,  not  to 
save  all  the  world,  said  Henriequez^: — Not  to  save  an  inno- 
cent, not  to  keep  the  world  from  burning,  or  rdigion  from 
perversion,  or  all  the  sacraments  from  demolition.  Indeed 
it  is  lawful,  saith  Bellarmine  i,  if  a  treason  be  known  to  a 
priest  in  confession,  he  may,  in  general  words,  give  notice  to 
a  pious  and  cathoUc  prince,  but  not  to  a  heretic ;  and  that 


*^  Aphor.  verb.  Clericus.  «  DefeDs.  Fid.  lib.  iv.  c.  15.  sect.  1 . 

'  Apolog.  p.  57.  8  Rom.  xiii.  1. 

^  In  hunc  locum.  *  Instruct.  Sacerd.  lib.  iii.  c.  16. 

k  De  Pceiiit.  lib.  ii.  c.  19.  n.  6.  ^Apol.  coot.  Beg.  M.  Brit.  c.  IS. 


A   DISSUASIVE   PROM    POPERY.  255 

was  acutely  and  prudently  said  by  him,  said  father  Suarez"; 
Father  Binet  is  not  so  kind  even  to  the  catholic  princes ;  for 
he  says,  that  it  is  better  that  all  the  kings  of  the  world 
should  perish,  than  that  the  seal  of  confession  should  be  so 
much  as  once  broken ;  and  this  is  the  catholic  doctrine,  said 
Eudsemon  Johannes",  in  his  apology  for  Garnet  ^  and  for  it  he 
also  quotes  Suarez.  But  it  is  enough  to  have  named  this. 
How  little  care  these  men  take  of  the  lives  of  princes,  and 
the  public  interest,  which  they  so  greatly  undervalue  to 
every  trifling  fancy  of  their  own,  is  but  too  evident  by  these 
doctrines. 


SECTION  III. 

The  last  thing  we  shall  ranark  for  the  instruction  and  caution 
of  our  charges,  is  oot  the  least.  The  doctrines  of  the  church 
of  Rome  are  gi^eat  enemies  to  the  dignity  and  security,  to  the 
powers  abd lives  of  princes:  and  tliis  we  shall  bri^y  prove 
by  setting  down  the  doctrines  themselves,  and  their  consequent 
practices. 

And  here  we  observe,  that  not  only  the  whole  order  of 
Jesuits  is  a  great  enemy  to  monarchy,  by  subjecting  the  dignity 
of  prince^  to  the  pope,  by  making  the  pope  the  supreme  mo-i 
narch  of  Christians ;  but  they  also  teach,  that  it  is  a  catholic 
doctrine,  the  doctrine  of  the  church. 

The  pope  hath  a  supreme  power  of  disposing  the  tem- 
poral things  of  all  Christians  in  order  to  a  spiritual  good; 
saith  Bellarmine*.  And  Beoanus  discourses  of  this  very 
^^"'gcly  ill  his  book  of  the  English  controversy,  printed  by 
Albin  at  Mentz,  1612.  But  because  this  book  was  ordered 
to  be  purged  (^  una  litura*  potest'),  we  shall  not  insist  upon 
it ;  but  there  is  as  bad,  which  was  never  censured.  Bellar- 
mine  says'*,  that  the  ecclesiastic  republic  can  command  and 
conlpel  the  temporal^  which^  is  indeed  its  subject,  to  change 
the  a4niinistration,  and  to  depose  princes,  and  to-  appoint 
others,  when  it  cannot  otherwise  defend  the  spiritual  good : 

»  Contr.  Reg.  Angl.  lib. ix.  c.  8.  n  Cap.  IS. 

•  De  Som.  Pontif.  lib.  v.  c.  6.  •  ^  Ibid.  c.  2. 
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and  father  Saurez  says  the  sione^  The  power  of  the  pope 
eictends  itself  to  the  coercion  of  kings  with  temporal  punish- 
ments, and  depriving  them  of  their  kingdoms,*  when  necessity 
requires;  nay,  this  power  is  more  necessary  over  princes  than 
oyer  subjects.  ^  The  same  also  is  taught  by.  Santarel,  in  his 
book  of  heresy  and  schism,  printed  at  Rome,  1626.     . 

But  the  mischief  of  this  doctrine. proceeds  a  little  further.     . 

Cardinal  Tolet  affirms^,  and  our  countrjonan,  father  Bridge- 
water,  commends  the  saying,  ^^  That  when  a  prince  is  excom- 
municate, before  the  denunciation  the  subjects  are  not  absolved 
from  their  oath  of  allegiance  (as  Cajetan  says  well) ;  yet  when 
it  is  denounced,  they  are  not  only  absolved  from  dieir  obe- 
dience, but  are  bound  not  to  obey,  unless  the  fear  of  death  or 
loss  of  goods  excuse  them ;  which  was  the  case  of  the  English 
catholics  in  the  time  of  Henry  VIII.^^  And  father  Creswell 
says%  it  is  the  sentence  of  all  catholics,  that  subjects  are 
bound  to  expel  hereticid  princes  if  they  have  strength  enough ; 
and  that  to  this  they  are  tied  by  the  commandment  of  God, 
the  most  strict  tie  of  conscience,  and  the  extreme  danger  of 
their  souls. — ^Nay,  even  before  the  sentence  is  declared,  though 
the  subjects  are  not  bound  to  it,  yet  lawfully  they  may  deny 
obedience  to  an  heretical  prince,  said  Gregory  de  Valentia^ 

It  were  an  endless  labour  to  transcribe  the  horrible  doctrines, 
which  are  preached  in  the  Jesuits^  school,  to  the  shaking  of  the 
regal  power  of  such  princes  which  are  not  of  the  Roman  com- 
munion. The  whole  economy  of  it  is  well  described  by  Bel- 
larmine',  who  affirms,  ^^  That  it  does  not  belong  to  monks, 
or  other  ecclesiastics,  to  commit  murders^  neither  do  the  popes 
use  to  proceed  that  way.  But  their  manner  is,  first  fatherly 
to  correct  prinqes, — then,  by  ecclesiastical  censures,  to  deprive 
them  of  the  communion, — ^then  to  absolve  their  subjects  from 
the  oath .  of  allegiance,  and  to  deprive  them  of  their  kingly 
dignity.  And  what  then  ?  The  execution  belongs  to  others.^ 
This  ia  the  way  of  the  popes,  thus  wisely  and  moderately  to 
break  kings  in  pieces. 

We  delight  not  to  aggravate  evil  things.  We,  therefore, 
forbear  to  set  down   those   horrid    things    spoken    by  Si, 

«  Defens.  Fid.  Cath,  lib.  iii.  c.  25.  sect.  10,  et  sect.  18,  et  20. 

d  Concer.  Eccl.  in  Angl.  fol.  SS6.  «  In  Philopat.  sect.  2.  n.  160.  et  162. 

'  Tom.  iii.  disp,  1.  q.  12.  punct.  2.  «  Cont.  Barcl, c.  7. 
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•Mariaba,^  Soataiel,  Carolns  Scribanius,  and  'some  odiera. 
It  18  enough  that  Suarez  says^  ^'^  An  excommuaicate  kkig^ 
may,  with  impunity,  be  deposed  or  kitted  by  any  on^.*' 
This  is  the  case  of  kings  and  princes  by  the  sentence  of  the 
chisfest  Bbman  doctors.  And  if  it  be  objected,  that  we  are 
commanded  <  to  obey  kings,  not  to  speak  evil  of  than,  not 
to  curse  them,  no,  not  in  our  heart:'  there  is  a  way  found 
out  to  answer  these  little  things.*  For  though  the  apostle 
commands  that  we  should  be  suligect  tohigho*  pow<^  and 
ob^  kings,  and  all  that  are  in  authority :  it  is  true  you  must, 
and  so  you  may  well  enougfh  for  all  this;  for  the  pc^  can 
make  that  he  who  is  a  kmg  shall  be  no  king,  and  thai  you 
are  disobliged :  soBdlaimme'.  And  if,  after  all  this,  thoe 
ranbains  any  scruple  of  consdenoe,  it  ought  to  be  remembered, 
that  though  even  after  a  prince  is  excommunicated,  it  should 
be^  of  itself,  a  sm  to  depose  or  kiUthe  pirince;  yet,  if  the  pope 
commands  you,  it  is  no  sin.  <<  For  if  the  pope  should  err  by 
cominandiug  sin,  or  forbidding  virtues,  yet  the  chiiroh  were 
bound  to  believe  that  the  vices  were  good,  and  the  virtues  evil; 
unless  she  would  sin  against  her  consdenoe.^  They  are  th<» 
very .  words  of  Bellarmine^. . 

; .  But  they  add  more  particulars  of  the  same  bran.  *  ThesMs 
of.  an  heretical  father  are  made  ^suijuris,?  that  is,  fteefimm 
tbdr  fatibar's.power.'-— <  A  catholic  wife  is  not  tied  to  pay  her 
diity  to  an  heretical. husband;  and  the  servants  are  not  bound 
to  do  service  to  such  maisters.^ — These .  are  the  doctrines  of 

*  ft 

their  great  Azorius ;  and  as  for  kings,  he  affirms  they  may  be 
deposed  for  heresy.  But  all  this  is  only  in  the  case  of  heretical 
pnQoes:  but  what  for  others ?     , 

•  Even  the  Boman  catholic  princes, are  not  free  from  this 
danger.  All  the  world  knows  what  the  pope  did  to.  king 
Chilperick  of  France:  he  deposed  him,  and.put  Pepui  in  his 
place,  and  did  what  he  could  to  have  put  Albert,  king  of  the 
Romans,  in  the  thione  of  Philip,  surnamed  the  Fair.  They 
wei:«  the  pcqpes  of  Rome  who  armed  the  son  against  the 
father,  the  emperor  Hairy  IV,  and  the  son  fought  against 
him,  took  him,  prisoner,  shaved  him,  and  thrust  him  into  a 
monastery,  where  he  died  with  grief  and  hunger.     We  will 


^  Ubi  supra,  lib.  vi.  c.  6.  sect.  24.  <  Cont.  Bare.  c.  7. 

^  De  Ro.  Pomif.  lib.  iv.  c.  5* 
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pot  Bpei^  of  the  eqaperor  Firederlok,  Heiiry  di^  VJ  A;  001- 
peror^  th^  duke  of  SaToy»  agfdnst  whom  he  caused  Chftrltl 
the  ytb»  9nd  .Francis  the  Ist,  of  France,  to  take  arou;  nor  of 
Vto^sis  Pand^u9^  duke  of  Vemct^  whom  hm  hdaod  lAh 
chiUQ^y  and  fS^  him  as.  dogs  tw  fed».  vsth  bones  and  aM^ 
mndeF  hi9  table  :;0)tr  own  Henrjr  the.  lid,  and  kingJobif 
were .  great  instfffloes  of  what  princoif :  i^  their  caaSf  may 
expect,  fro^i  that  religion..  These  were  the  piety  «£  ISm 
father  of  chr^ti^ndom*  Bat  these  were  the  pr^uel  of  the 
doctrine,  which  Clement  the  Vth  vented  in  the  eouncil  ef 
Vienna.  '^  Omni^  jus  )?egum  j^  s^  pendere  ;^  *^  The  ijghia  of  aH 
kings,  depend,  iipon.  the  pope,"r^And|  thevefoie^  e?«n -tibeir 
cathplic  prino^  are  at  their  m^xiyt  and  they  wouUU.  if  they 
durst;  ^se  them  accordingly :  if  they  do  but  finrour  faisetiss 
$xr  schisma.ticss  receive  th«n  or  defend. them;  if:  the  anponr 
be  perjured,  if  he  rashly  break  »  league  made  with  ifae  est 
•postolii^i  if  he  do  not  keep  thepea/ee  promiaedio  the  dnirob, 
if  he  be  sacril^ous,  if  hedianpate  the  goods  of  the  AsEuAy-^ 
the  pope  may  depose  hinit  sidd  An>ritts«  And  Santaiel' 
says,  he  may  do  it,  in  case  ih^  prince  or  emperor  be  insuf-^ 
ficient,  if  he  be  wicked,  if  he  be  unprofitable,  if  he  does  net 
def(^  the  ohurcfa.  Thiis  is  very  much,  but  yet  thtee  is 
something  moref ;  this  may  be  done^  if  he  impeee  sew 
gabels  or  imposts  upon  his  subjecte,  without  the  pCfpB*$ 
leave;  iar  if  they  do  not  pretend  to  this  also,  why  doesrthe 
pope,.  <  in  Bulla  CcensB  Donaimesa,'  excommunicate  aH  princes 
thatdoit"? 

.  Now  if  it  be  inquired,  by  what /authority  the  pope  does 
these  things  ?  it  is  answered,  that  the  pope  hath  a  sUpMne 
and  ahscdute  authority;  both  the  i^ritual  and  the- temporal 
power  is  in  the  pope  as  Christ  V  vicar,  said-  Aaoriils  and 
Santarel.  The  church  hath  the  right  of  a  superior  lord  over 
the  rights  of  princes  and  their  terapcAralities ; '  and  that  b^  her 
jurisdiction  she  disposes  of  tanporals,  <  ut  de  sue  •peeotto,*' 
'  as  of  her  own  'proper  goods,^  said  our  counttymsin  Weston, 
rectca:  x){  the  cdilege  at  Doway.  Nay,  the  pc^  hath  power, 
^in  omnia,  per  omnia,  saper  omnia,'*  *  in  all-  things^  throilgh 
all  things,. and  over  all  things 5*  and  the  <*  sUbBuifity  and 

I  InfltU.  Moral.  p9it  2,  lib.  x.  c.  9..  ,  >»  Ubi  eupia; 

n  See  Mart.  Vivaldiui  de  bol)a  QOfum  Dominicte. 


immeiirily  of  th«  mipreine  Hshop  is  so  grtut,  that  no  mortal 
nui  can  oomprdiend  it,*'  said  CasaensmiB  ^ ;  <«  No  roan  can 
ttfHPeM  itf  no  man  oan  think  it  :^  to  that  it  is  no  wonder  what 
Fiqpiriiis  MaawttUfl  aaid  of  popa  Bonifaoa  the  Vlllth,  that  he 
owned  himsdf  not  only  at  the  l<»d  of  France,  but  of  all  the 
Mrld^ 

Now  we  aite  sure  it  will  be  said,  that  this  is  but  the 
private  apiaiatk  of  some  doctors,  not  the  doctrine  of  the 
ehifl«h  of  Rome.  To  this  we  reply:  1*  It  is  not  the 
private  ofMnion  of  a  few,  but  thar  public  doctrine  owned, 
and  offined  to  be  justified  to  all  the  worid,  as  a{qpcars  in 
the  preceding  testimonies,  ft.  It  is  the  opinion  of  idl  the 
Jesuit  order,  which  is  now  the  greatest  and  most'  i^orwui 
in  the  diuxdi  of  Borne;  and  the  nudntenaoce  of  it^  is  the 
eulageet  matter  of  their  new  vow  of  obedience  to  the  pope, 
that  is,  to  advance  his  grandeur.  8.  Kdi  only  the  Jesuits, 
but  all  the  eaoonists  in  the  church  of.  Bcane  contend  earnestly 
fixr  these  doctrines* "  4.  This  they  do'utMm  the  authority  of 
the  decretals,  their  own  law%  and  the  decrees  of  eoundls* 
S«  Not  only  the  Jesuits,  and  caaonistSf/but  others  also  of 
great  note  amon^  them,  earnestly  bontsnd  for  these  doc- 
trines; particularly  Casseneus,  Zodericus',  the  ardilHshop 
of  FloKDee*,  Petrus  de  Monte  V  St  Thomas  Aquinas », 
Boddus,  Baronius,  and  manyol^rs.  6.  Themselves  teU  us 
it  is  a  matter  of  faith;  fkther  Creswell*  says,  it  is  the 
sentence  of  all  cathofics;  and  they  that  do  not  admit  these 
doctrines^  father  Bos weyd'  call*  them  half-Christians^  grin^ 
neiB,  barkii^  royalists,  and  a  new  sect  of  catholics;  and 
£i]dsemcm  Johannes '  says,  that  without  question  it  is  a  heresy 
in  the  judgment  of  all  catholics.  Now  in  such  things  which 
are  not  in  their  creedc^  and  public  ccwfessioas,  from  whence 

o  Sanctuar.  Jur.  Pontiilcii  qn.  IS.  sect.  5.  qu.  17.  [sect.  6.  et  qu.  «7. 
■eet.  7.  Gatal.  pkr,  muiidt  part.  4.  consid.  7.  ei  Zo4«fic9. 

4  De  major,  et  obedient,  unam  sanctam.  In  extrav.  Booif.  8.  concil. 
X^flter.  Aub  Julio  3.  In  extrav.  Jok.  29.  cap.  Cum  inter  noonullos.  la  gloss. 
flnal.  edit.  Paris,  150S|  conci^.  yienneas.  sub  Clem.  5. 

f  Ubi  supra  itt  CasMweo.  *  SaiMi.  jmrC.  Kb.  xsti.  e.  6.  aact.  4. 

%  In  gaa  Monarcfaia  qaem  citat  Felinus  in  cap<  Si  quando,  ubi  p^r  eom 
extras,  de  xescript. 

«  In  tract,  de  Rege  et  Regno  ad  Regen  Cypri. 

X  In  Philopatr.  sect.  8.  n.  160. 163.  '  Lib.  de  fide  hseret.  servanda* 

*  In  eput.  monitof.  ad  Job.  Barelai. 
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should  we  know  the  doctrines  of  their  church, .  but ,  frc^  their 
chiefest  and  most  leading  doctors;  who;  it  is. certain^  would 
fain. have  all  the  world  believe  it; to  be  the. doctrine  of  ^their 
church  P  And,  therefore,  as  it  is  certain :  that .  any.  Romim 
catholic  may  with  allowance  be  of  .this .  opinion ;  jso  he  yniX  be 
esteemed  the  better  and  more  zealous  catholic  if  he  biie ;  [and 
if  it  were  not-  for:  fear  of  princes,,  who ^  will  ^notclose  .their 
crowns  for  their  foolish .  dqqtrines,  there,  is^no  p^radyenture 
but  it  would  be  declared  to  be  ^de  fide,^;  f  a  malter  of ^futh/as 
divers  of  them  of  late  do  nqt  stick  to  say. '.  And.of  this  the 
pope  gives  but. too  much  evidence,  since^  he  will . not ;  take 
away  the  scandal,  which  is  so  .greatly  given  to^all  Chrktian 
kings  and  republics,  by  a  public  and:  a  just  condemnation  of 
it. '  Nay,  it  is  worse  than  thus;  for.SiKtus  Quintus. upon  the 
9th  of  September,  A.D.'lSSOjin  an  oration  in  a  conclave  of 
cardinals,  did  soleinnly  commend  the  monk,^  that  killed 
Henry  the  Ilird  of  France.  .  The  oration  was  printed,  at 
Fans,  by  them  that  .had  rebelled  against  that  prince,  and 
avouched  for  authentic  by. Boucher  Decreil,  and  AnceUn: 
and  though  some  would  fain  have  it  thought  to  be  none  of 
iiis,  yet  Bellarmine  dares  not  deny  it,  but  makes  for  it -a 
erude,  and  a  cold  apology.  .     ,   /.     .      j  .  .  .         ;    . 

t  Now.  concerning  this  article,  it  will,  not  be /necessary  to 
declare  the  sentence  of  the  church  of  Engird  ,and  Irdand ; 
because  it  is. notorious  to  all  the  world;  and  is  expressly 
opposed  against  this  Romanidoctrine,*  by  laws,  arudes,  con- 
fessions, homilies,  the  oath  of  allegiance  and  supremacy ,  the 
book  of  Christian  institution,  and  the, many  excellent  writings 
of  king  James  of  blessed  m^oiory,  of  our  bidiops  and  other 
learned  persons  against  Bellarmine,  Parsons,  Eudsemon  Jo- 
hannes, Creswell,  and  others ;  and  nothing  is  more  notorious 
than  that  the  church  of  England  is  most  dutiful,  most  zealous 
for  the  right  of  kings;  and  within  these  four  and  twenty 
years,  she  hath  had  many  martyrs,  and  very,  very  many  con- 
fessors in  this  cause. 

It  is  true  that  the  church  of  Rome  doeis  recriminate  in 
this  point,  and  chargers .  some  calvinists  and  presbyterians 
with  doctrines  which  indeed  they  borrowed  from  Rome, 
using  their  arguments,  making  use  of  their  expressions,  and 

« 

•  In  resp,  ad  Apolog.  pro  Juiam.  fidelit. 
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pursuing  their  princi][des.  .  But  with  them  in  this  article  we 
have  nothii^  to  dd,  but  to  reprove  the  men,  and  condemn 
their  doctrine,  as*  we  have' done  all  along,  by  private  writings 
and'public  instruments; 

We  conclude  these  our  reproofs  with  an  exhortation  to 
our  respective  charges,  to  all  that  desire  to  be  saved  ^  in  the 
day  of  the  I^ord  Jesus,'  that  they  decline  from  these  horrid 
doctrines,  which  in  their  birth  are  new,  in  their  growth  are 
scandalous,  in   their  proper  consequents  are  infinitely  dan* 
gerous  to  '  their   souls,  and  ^  hunt  for  their  precious   life  :'* 
but,  therefore,  it  is  highly  fit  that  they  also  should  perceive 
their  own  advantages,  and  give  God  praise,  that  they  are 
immured  from  such  infinite  dangers,  by  the  holy  precepts, 
and  holy  fiuth  taught  and  commanded  in  the    church    of 
England  and   Ireland;   in  which  the   word  of  God  is  set 
before  them  as  a  ^  lantern  to  their  feet,  and  a  light  unto 
their  eyes;^  and  the  sacraments  are  fully  administered   ac- 
cording to  Christ^s  institution,  and   repentance  is  preached 
according  to  the  measures  of  the  Gospel,  and  faith  in  Christ 
is  propounded  according  to  the  rule  of  the   apostles,  and 
the  measures  of  the  churches  apostolical ;  and  obedience  to 
kings  is  greatly  and  sacredly  urged,  and  the  authority  and 
order  of  bishops  is  preserved  against  the  usurpation  of  the 
pope,  and  the  invasion  of  schismatics  and  Aerians  new  and 
old;   and  truth  and  faith  to  all  men  is  kept  and  preached 
to  be  necessary  and  inviolable,  and  the  commandments  are 
expounded  with  just   severity,    and  without   scruples;    and 
holiness  of  life  is  urged  upon  all  men,  as  indispensably  neces- 
sary to    salvation,    and    therefore  without    any  allowances, 
tricks,  and  little  artifices  of  escaping  from  it  by  easy  and 
imperfect  doctrines;  and  every  thing  is  practised  which  is 
useful  to  the  saving  of  our  souls;  and  Christ's  merits  and 
satisfaction  are  entirely  relied  upon  for  the  pardon  of  our 
sins ;  and  the  necessity  of  good  works  is  universally  taught ; 
and  our  prayers  are  holy,  unblamable,  edifying,  and  under- 
stood ;  they  are  according  to  the  measures  of  the  Word  of 
God,  and  the  practice  of  all  saints.      In  this  church   the 
children  are  duly,  carefully,   and  rightly  baptized,  and  the 
baptized,  in  their  due  time,  are  confirmed ;  and  the  confirmed 
are  communicated ;  and  penitents  are  absolved,  and  the  im- 
penitents  punished  and  discouraged;  and  holy  maniage  in 
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all  ra^sn  is  preferred  before  unelean  concubiiuite  in  any ;  and 
nothing  is  wanting  that  Grad  and  hia  Christ  hath  mide  neon* 
sary  to  salvation* 

Behold  we  set  before  you  life  and  danth)  blesibg  and 
eursing)  safety  and  danger.  Choosa  whkh  you  will;  but  re« 
membo-  that  the  propheta  who  ire  among  yoii»  have  dedsrdl 
tp  you  the  way  of  salvation-  Now  the  *  Iiord  give  you  under* 
standing  in  all  things,  and  reveal  even  this  also  unto  you.'— 
Amen* 


THE  END  OF   THE   F»SY   FAET. 
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AN   ANSWER  TO   THE  FOURTH   APPENDIX    TO   J,  S.'s    "  $UKB 

FOOTING;"  INTENDED  AGAINST  THE  GENERAL  WAY  OF 

PROCEDURE  IN  THE  « DISSUASIVE  FROM  POPERY." 


Whek  our.  blessed  Saviour  was  casting  out  the  evil  spirit 
from  the  poor  demoniac  in  the  Gospel,  he  asked  his  name; 
and  he  answered,^^  My  name  is  Legion,  for  we  are  many.^ 
^Xegion^  is  a  Roman  word,  and  signifies  <  an  army,'  as 
'  Roman^  ngnifies  '  Catholic;*  that  is,  a  great  body  of  men, 
which  though  in  true  speaking  they  are  but  a  part  of 
an  imperial  army,  yet  when  they  march  alone,  they  can  do 
mischief  enough,  and  call  themselves  an  army  royals  A 
squadron  of  this  legion  hath  attempted  to  break  afittle  fort 
or  out-work  of  mine;  they  came  in  the  dark,  their  names 
coftoeided,  their  qualities  unknown,  whether  clergy  or  Ulty 
not  to  me  discovered,  only  there  is  one  pert. man  amongst 
them,  one  that  is  discovereed  by  his  ^*  Sure  Footing*^  The 
others  I  know  not;  but  this  man  is  a  man  famous  in  the 
<  new  science  of  controversy^  (as  he  is  pleased  to  call  it) ;  I 
mean  in  the  most  beauteous  and  amiable  part  of  it,  railing 
aiid  calumny;  the  man  I  mean  is  the  6  oidBaiyiff  \  the  ooii<' 
'fideIit,^theInan  of  prindples,  aiid  the  son  of  demonstration; 
and  though  he  had  so  reviled  the  great  chanipipnVin  the 
.«rAnmes  of  the  living  Grod,^^  that  it  was  reasonable  to  think 
he  had  cast  forth  Wyra  ritUKvi  rovzjoi'npov  ri  «7s«'</^piEyff,  '^  all 
the  fiery  darts  of  the  wicked  one;''  yet  I  find,  that  an  evil 
fountain  is  not 'soon  drawn  dry,  and  he  hath  indignation 

•Pr.HH. 
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enough  and  reviling  left  for  others,  amongst  whom  I  have  the 
honour  not  to  he  the  least  su£Perer  and  sharer  in  the  per- 
secution. He  thought  not  fit  to  take  any  further  notice  of 
me  but  in  an  appendix  ** ;  the  viper  is  but  little ;  but  it  is  a 
viper  still,  though  it  hath  more  tongue  than  teeth.  I  am  the 
more  wilUng  to  quit  myself  of  it,  by  way  of  introduction, 
because  he  intends  it  as  an  ^  organum  catholicum^  against  the 
general  way  of  the  procedure  which  I  have  used  in  the 
«  Dissuasive ;'  and  therefore  I  suppose  the  removing  this, 
might  sroifAoil^Biv  rh  oiov^  *  make  my  way  smoother'  in  the  fol- 
lowing discourses. 

I  win  take  no  other  notice  of  his  evil  language,  his  scorn 
and  reproach,  his  undervaluing  and  slighting  the  person  and 
book  of  the  ^Dissuader'  (as  he  is  pleased  sometimes  to  call 
me)  ;  but  I  shall  answer  to  these  things  as  St.  Bernard  did  to 
the  temptation  of  the  devil,  endeavouring  to  hinder  his  preach- 
ing by  tempting  to  vanity :  "  I  nather  began  for  you,  iMfr  f^w* 
you  will  I  make  an  end  :"*[  but  I  shall  look  on  those  rhetarical 
flowers  of  bis  own  but  as  a  fermentum,  bis  spirit  was  troubled, 
wd  he  < breathed  forth  the  froth  as  of  an  enraged  sea;'  ind 
when  he  hath  done,  it  may  be  he  will  be  quiet;  if  not,  let  him 
know  <  God  will  observe  that  which  is  to  come,  and  r^un^ 
that  whidi  is  past." 

But  I  wiH  search  and  see  what  I  can  find  of  matter  that  u 
to  be  conadered,  and  give  4such  accounts  of  than  aa  ia  tieoear 
sary,  and  Biay  be  useful  for  the  defence  of  my  book,  md.  t\m 
justification  of  myself  against  all  ruder  charges.  A^d  aft^  } 
have  done  so,  I  shall  proceed  to  other  things  which  I  s^aUl 
esteem  more  usefult  ,        / 

The  first  thing  I  shall  take  notice  of ,  is  hi^  scornful  Md 
slight  speaking  of  Scripture,  afSm)ing  that  *he  is  sqmffst 
beaten  at  this  weapon,V  that  ^it  is  Sl^m80^'s  ha^:;'  it  i^  tlif 
weakest  part  in  the  man :  and  yet  if  it  be  the  weake^  it  ia 
that  whidi  St.  Paul  calls  <  die  we^cness  and  fodlishneaa  ctf 
preaching,*  more  strong  and  inore  wise  than  all  ihe.  wisdom 
of  man*  When  the  devil  tempted  our  blessed  Savkmr,  he 
used  Sciipture ;  but  Christ  did  not  rqawe  bis  way ,  of  ar^ 
guBig,  but  in  the  same  way  discovered  his  ftaud.  <  Scriptum 
est,*  said  the  tempter ;  yea,  but  *  acnptum  est»'  said  Chckti 

»»  The  fourth  AppeaduLtQ '  Sure  Footing.' 
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to  other  purposes  than  you  intend;  and  so  would  J.  S.  have 
proceeded,  if  he  had  been  at  all  in  love  with  the  way.  But 
he  thinks  he  hath  a  better ;  and  the  wonder  is  the  less  that 
the  gentleman  does  not  love  the  Scriptures,  or  at  least  gives 
too  much  suspicion  that  he  does  not;  for  he  hath  not  yet 
proved  himself  by  his  writings  to  be  so  good  a  Christian  as 
to  love  bis  enemies,  or  bis  reprovers:  but,  however  he  is 
pleased  to  put  a  scorn  on  Scripture  expressions,  it  were 
much  better,  if  he  and  his  church  too  would  use  them  more, 
and  express  their  articles  they  contend  for,  and  impose  theni' 
on  the  Christian  world,  in  the  words  and  expressions  of 
Scripture^  which,  we  are  sure,  express  the  mind  of  God  with 
more  truth  and  simphcity,  than  is  done  by  their  words  of 
art  and  expressions  of  the  schools.  If  this  had  been  ob- 
served,  Christendom  at  this  day  had  had  fewer  controversies, 
and  more  ^th,  and  more  charity;  we  should  not  have  been 
puzzled  to  imriddle  the  words  of  'transubstantiation,*  and 
'byperdulia,^  and  'infallibility,^  and  <  doctrines  ex  cftthedra,* 
and  '  fere  de  fide,*  and  ^  next  to  heresy,'  and  '  temerarious^'* 
and  "  ordo  ad  spiritualia,*  and  *  St.  Peter*s  chair/  and  '  supre* 
macy  in  spirituals,^  and  '  implidt  faith,*  and  very  many  more 
pro&ne  or  unhallowed  novelties  of  speech,  which  have  made 
Christianity  quite  another  thing  than  it  is  in  itself,  or  than  it 
was  represented  by  the  apostles  and  apostolic  men  at  first,  as 
the  plidn  way  of  salvation  to  all  succeeding  ages  of  the  church 
for  ever. 

But  be  it  as  it  will ;  for  he  will  neither  approve  of  Scripture 
language,  nor  is  he  pleased  that  I  use  'any  handsome  ex- 
presfflons,*  for  that  is  charged  upon  me  as  a  part  of  my  fault ; 
only  to  countenance  all  this,  he  is  pleased  to  say  that  all  these 
are  '  but  division  upon  no  grounds ;'  and  therefore  'to  grounds 
and  first  principles*  I  must  be  brought,  and  by  this  way  ht  is. 
sure  to  *  Uow  lip  my  errors  from  the  foundation  i*  that  is  hia 
expressaon,  being  a  metaphor,  I  suppose,  taken'  from  the  gun- 
powder treason,  in  which  indeed,  going  upon  popish  grounds 
they  intended  to  blow  up  something  or  other  that  was  very  cour 
sideraUe,  from  its  very  foundations. 

To  perform  this  effect,  J.  S.  hath  eight  several  mines,  all 
which  i  hope  to  discover  without  Guy  Faux^s  lantern. 
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The  First  Way. 

His  first  way  is^  that  I  have  not  one  first  or  self-evident 
principle  to  begin  .with,  on  which  I  build  the  ^  Dissuasive  ;^ 
but  he  hath,  that  is,  he  says  he  hath;  for  he  hath  reproved 
that  oral  tradition,  on  which  he  and  his  church  rely,   is 
such  a  principle;   he  thought  (it  may  be)  he  had  reason 
then  to  say  so;  but  the  scene  is  altered,  and  until  he  hath 
su£Bciently  confuted   his  adversaries,  who  have  proved    his 
self-evident  principle  to  be  an  evident  and  pitiful  piece  of 
sophistry,  his  boasting  is  very  vain.     However,  though  he 
hath  failed  in  bis  undertaking,   yet  I   must  acquit .  myself 
as  well  as  I  can.     I  shall  therefore  tell  him  that  the  truth, 
fulness,  and  sufficiency  of  Scripture  in  all  matters  of  faith 
and  manners,  is  the  principle  that  I  and  all  protestants  rely 
upon.     And  although   this  be  not  a  first  and  self-evident 
prindjJe,  yet  it  is  resolved  into  these  that  £a*e.     1.  What- 
soever   Gtxi  hath  said  is  true.     %  Whatsoever  God  hath 
done  is  good.    3.  Whatsoever  God  intends  to  bring  to  pass, 
he  hath  appointed  means  sufficient  to  that  end.     Now  since 
God  hath  appointed    the    Scriptures    to   instruct   us,   and 
make  us  wise  unto  salvation,  and  to  make  the  man  of  God 
perfect,  certain  it  is,  that  this  means  must  needs  be  suffi- 
cient to  effect  that  end.     Now.  that  God  did  do  this,  to  this 
end,  to  them  that  believe  the  Scriptures  to  be  the  word  of 
Grod,  is  as  evident  as  any  first  principle.    And  let  these  Scrip- 
tures be  weighed  together,  and  see  what  they  do  amount 
to.     **  Search  the  Scriptures ;  for  therein  ye  think  to  have 
eternal  life  ^^."^    The  Jews  thought  so,  that  is,  they  confessed 
and  acknowledged  it  to  be  so;  and  if  they  had  been  deceived 
in  their  thought,  besides  that  it  is  very  probable  Christ  would 
have  reproved  it,  so  it  is  very  certain  he  would  not  have 
bidden  them  to  have  used  that  means  to  that  end.     And  if 
Christ  himself  and  the  apostles  did  convince  the  Jews  out  of 
the  Scriptures  of  the  Old  Testament,  proving  that  Jesus  was 
the  Christ :    if  Christ  himself  and  the  apostles  proved  the 
resurrection,  and  the  passion,  and  the  supreme  kingdom  of 
Christ  out  of  the  Scriptures :   if  the  apostle  proved  him  to 
be  the  Messias,  and  that  he  ought  to  suffer  and  to  rise  again 

5  John,  V.  89, 
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the  third- day 9  by  no  other  precedent  topic,  and  that  upon 
these  things  Christian  religion  relied,  as  upcm  its  entire  foun« 
.dation,  and  on  the  other  side  the  Jewish  doctors  had  brought 
in  many  things  by  tradition,  to  which  our  blessed  Saviour 
gave  no  countenance,  but  reproved  many  of  them,  and  made 
it  plain  that  tradition  was  not  the  first  and  self-evident  prin- 
riple  to  rely  upon  in  religion,  but  a  way  by  which  they  had 
corrupted  the  commandment  of  God:  it  will  follow  from 
h^ice,  that  the  Scriptures  are  the  way  that  Christ  and  his 
apostles  walked  in,  and  that  oral  tradition  was  not.  But 
then  to  this  add  what  more  concerns  the  New  Testament^ 
when  St.  Luke  wrote  his  Gospel ;  in  his  preface  he  tells 
us ;  <<  that  many  had  taken  in  hand  to  set  forth  in  order  a 
declaration  of  those  things,  which  are  most  siurely  believed 
amongst  us  Christians^  and  that  he  having  perfect  under- 
standing of  all  things,  (riz.,  which  Christ  did  and  taught) 
from  the  very  first  did  write  this  Gospel,  that  Theophilus 
might  know  the  certainty  of  those  things  in  which  he  had 
been  instructed :"  Now  here,  if  we  believe  St.  Luke,  was  no 
want  of  any  thing;  he  was  fully  instructed  in  all  things;  and 
he  chose  to  write  that  book,  that  by  that  book  Theophilus 
might  know  the  truth,  yea,  the  certainty  of  all  things.  Now 
if  we  be  Christians,  and  believe  St.  Luke  to  be  divinely  in- 
spired, this  is  not  indeed  a  first  but  an  evident  principle; 
that  a  book  of  Scripture  can  make  a  man  certain  arid  in- 
structed in  the  whole  Gospel  of  Jesus  Christ,  To  the  same 
purpose  is  that  of  St.  John*,  "  These  things  are  written,  that 
ye  might  believe  that  Jesus  is  the  Christ,  the  Son  of  God ; 
and  that,  believing,  ye  might  have  life  through  his  name. ' 
The  end  is  salvation  by  Jesus  Christ ;  the  means  of  effecting 
this,  was  this  writing  the  Gospel  by  St.  John;  and  therefore 
it  is  a  sure  principle  for  Christians  to  rely  upon,  the  word  of 
God  written  by  men  divinely  inspired,  such  as  Christians 
believe  and  coirfess  St.  Luke  land  St.  John  to  be.  Hear'  St. 
Luke  agjun*:  "The  former  treatise  have  I  made,  O  Theo- 
philus, of  all  that  Jesus  began  both  to  do  and  teach,  until 
the  day  he  was  taken  up.^^ — No  man  then  can  deny  but  all 
Christ's  doctrine  and  life  was  fully  set  down  by  these  evan- 
gelists  and  apostles ;  whether  it  were  to  any  purpose,  or  no, 

^  John,  XX.  31.  «  Acts,!. 
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hi  J.  8.  eonnder,  and  I  shall  oonndcr  with  him  lA  the  taqael. 
But  firsts  let  us  hear  whal  St.  Paul  saith  m  aa  epistle 
written,  as  it  is  probaUe,  not  long  before  his  death ;  but 
certainly  after  three  of  the  Gospels,  and  divers  of  thecpistbs 
wera  written,  and  consequently  related  to  the  Scripturea  of 
the  Old  and  New  Testament  <<  Continue  thou  in  die^  things 
which  thou  hast  learned  and  hast  been  assured  of,  knowing 
oi  whom,  thou  hast  learned  them :  and  that,  from  a  ehild, 
thou  hast  known  the  holy  Scriptures,  which  are  able  to  niake 
thee  wise  unto  salvation,  through  faith  which  is  in  Christ 
Jesus.  All  Scripture  is  given  by  inspiration  of  God,  and  is 
profitable,  for  doctrine,  for  reproof,  for  correction,  for  ii^ 
atruction  in  righteousness,  that  the  man  of  God  may  be 
perfect,  thoroughly  furnished  unto  all  gpod  works  ^•'^  Now  I 
demand;  does  J.  S.  believe  these  words  to  be  true?  Are 
the  Scriptures  able  to  make  us  wise  unto  salvation?  Are 
they  profitable  to  all  intents  and  purposes  of  the  spirit,  that 
is,  to  teach,  to  reprove,  to  correct,  to  instruct  t  Is  the  end 
of  all  this  economy,  to  make  a  Christian  man,  yea,  a  Chria* 
tian  bishop  perfect  ?  Can  he  by  this  dispensation  be  thoroughly 
furnished  unto  all  good  works,  and  that  ^  by  faith  in  Jesus 
Christ  ?''  If  so,  then  this  is  the  true  prindpley  the  apostolical 
way,  the  way  of  God,  the  way  of  salvation :  and  if  Scriptures, 
the  books  written  by  the  finger  of  God  and  the  pen  of  apos- 
tles, can  do  all  this,  then  they  are  something  more  than  <  ink 
varied  into  divers  figures,  unsensed  characters,'  and  I  know 
not  what  other  reviling  epithets  J*  S.  is  pleased  to  cast  upon 
them* 

^^  Yea,  but  all  this  is  nothing,  unless  we  know  that  Scrip- 
tures are  the  word  c^  God,  that  they  were  written  by  the 
apostles;  and  of  this  the  Scriptures  cannot  be  a  witness  in 
their  own  behalf:  and  therefore  oral  tradition  must  supply 
that,  and  consequently  is  the  only  first  and  self-evident 
prindple  :^ — To  this  I  answer ;  that  it  matters  not,  by  what 
means  it  be  conveyed  to  us  that  the  Scriptures  are  the  word 
of  Gkxl.  Oral  tradition  is  an  excellent  means;  but  it  is  not 
that  alone,  by  which  it  is  <x>nveyed«  For  if  by  oral  tradi< 
tion,  he  means  the  testimony  of  the  catholic  churdh ;  it  is  the 
best  exteroal  ministry  of  ccmveyanoe  of  this,  being  a  matter 

'  2  Tim.  V.  14. 
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of  £M)ty  and  of  eo  great  concernment.  To  wMch  the  testifliaay 
of  our  adversaiies,  Jqws  and  heathens,  adds  no  small  inom«it; 
and  the  tradition  is  also  conveyed  to  us  by  very  many 
writings*  But  when  it  is. thus  conveyed»  and  that  the  church 
does  believe  them  to  be  the  word  of  Qodj  then  it  is  that  I 
inquire^  whether  the  Scr^ture  cannot  be  a  witness  to  Us>of  its 
own  design,  fulness,  and  perfection*  Certainly  no  principle  is 
more  evident  than  this,  none  more  sure  and  none  before  it; 
Whatever  God  hath  said  is  tru^,  and  in  Scr%»tui^  God  did 
fpeak,  and  spei^  this;  and  therefcHre  this  to  us  is  a  first,  at 
least}  an  evident. principle. 

Yea,  but  if  this  proposition,  '  that  the  Scriptures  are  the 
wxird  of  God,'  is  conveyed  to  us  by  oral  tradition,  this  mutt 
needs  be  the  best  and  only  principle ;  for  if  it  be  trusted  for 
the. whole,  why  not  for  every  particular.  This  argument 
pondudes  thus:  This  is  the  gate  of  the  house,  thenefore 
this  is  all  the  house.  Bvety  man  enters  this  way ;  and  there* 
iioe  this  is  $he  hall  and  the  cellar,  the  pantry  and  dimng* 
TOom^  the.  bed-ohambers  and  the  cock-lofts.  But  besides  the 
ridiculousness  of  the  argumait,  there  is  a  particular  reason 
why  the  ai'gument  cannot  conclude:  the  reason  in  brief  is 
this,  because  it  is  much  easier  for  any  man  to  carry  a  letter, 
than  to  tell  the  particular  errand;  it  is  eaner  to  tetl  one 
thing,  than  to  tell  ten  thousand ;  to  deliver  one  thing  out  of 
our  hand,  than  a  multitude  out  of  our  mouths;  one  matter 
of  £act,  than  very  xnany  propositions;  as  it  is  easier  to  convey 
in  writing  all  Tully^s  works,  than  to  say  by  heart,  with  truth 
and  exactness^  any  one  of  his  orations.  That  the  Bible  was 
written  by  inspired  men,  Gt>d  setdng  his  seal  to  tb^r  doc- 
trine, con^rming  by  miracles  what  they  first  preached,  and 
then  wrote  in  a  book,  this  is  a  matter  of  fact,  and  is  no 
otherwise  to  be  proved  (unless  God  should  proceed  extra- 
ordinarily and  by  miracb)  but  by  the  testimony  of  wise 
meo,^  who  saw  it  with  their  eyes,  and  heard  it  with  th^ 
cwrs^  mad  fclt  it  with  their  hands.  This  was  done  at  first, 
then  <»ly  ecmsigned,  thai  witnessed,  and  thence  delivered* 
And  with  how  great  success,  and  with  the  blessing  of  how 
mighty  a  providence,  appears  in  it  this;  because  although  as 
St.  Luke  tells  us,  numy  did  undertake  to  write  Gospds  or 
the  declaration  of  the  things  so  surdy  'believed  amoiigst 
CShristaans ;  and  we  find  in  St.  Clement  of  Alexandria,  Origen> 


272  THE   lOT-RODUCTlON. 

St.  Irenaeus^  AthMiasius,  Chrysostom,  and  St.  Jaronoe  mai« 
tion  made  of  many  Gospels,  as  that  of  the  Hebrews,  the 
Egyptuins,  Nazarenes,  Ebionites,  the  Gqspel  of  James,  Philip^ 
Barthdomew,  Thomas,  and  divers  mcnre,  yet  but  four  only 
were  tranttnitted  and  consigned  to  the  church ;  because  these 
four  only  were  written  by  these  whose  names  they  bear;  and 
these  men  had  the  testimony  of  God,  and  a  spirit  of  truth, 
aikl  the  promise  of  Christ,  that  the  spirit  should  bring  all 
things  to  their  minds,  and  he  did  so :  now  of  this  we  oould 
have  no  other  testimony  but  of  those  who  were  present,  wbo 
stopped  the  first  issue  of  the  false  Grospels,  and  the  sound  of 
the  other  four  went  fwth'into  all  the. world,  according  to 
that  of  Origen ;  <<  Ecclesia  cum  quatuor  tantum  Evai^Si 
libros  habet,  per  imiversum  mundum  Evangeliis  redundat ; 
bseresies  cum  multa  habeant,  unum  nbn  habenU^  Those 
which  heretics  made  are  all  lost,'  or  slighted;  those  which 
the  Sfurit  of  God  did  write  by  the  hands  of  men  divinely 
inspired,  these  abide,  and  shall  abide  for  ever.  Now  then 
this  matter  of  fact  how  diould  we  know,  but  by  bring  told 
it  by  credible  persons  who  could  know,  and  never  gave 
cause  of  suspicion  that  they  should  deceive  us.  Now  if 
J.  S.  will  be  pleased  to  call  this  oral  tradition,  he  may ;  but 
that  which  was  deUvered  by  this  oral  tradition,'  was  not  only 
preached  at  first,  but  transmitted  to  us  by  many  writings, 
besides  the  Scriptures,  both  of  frieiids  and  enemies*  •  But 
suj^Nise  it  were  not ;  yet  this  book  of  Scriptures  might  be  con- 
rigned  by  oral  tradition  from  the  aposdes  and  apostolic  men, 
and  yet  tradition  become  of  little  or  no  use  after,  this  conrigna- 
tion  and  delivery.  For  this  was  all  the  work  which  of  neoes- 
dity  was  to  be  done  by  it ;  and  indeed  this  was  all  that  it 
could  do  well. 

1.  This  was  all  which  was  necessary  to  be  done  by  oral 
tradition;  because  the  wisdom  of  the  Divine  Sjarit  having 
resolved  to  write  all  the  doctrine  of  salvation  in  a  book,  and 
having  done  it  well  and  sufiiciently  in  order  to  his  own  gra- 
cious purposes  (for  who  dares  so 'much  as  suspect  the  con- 
trary?) there  was  no  need  that  oral  tradition  should  be  kept 
up  "With  the  jointure  of  infallibility,  since  the  first  infallibiliity 
of  the  apostlos  was  so  sufficiently  witnessed,  that  it  convinced 
the  whole  world  of  Christians;  and  thierefore  wasencMiglrto 
consign  the  Divi^y  and.  perfection  of  this  book  for  ever. 
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For  it  was  in  ,this  as  in  the  doctrine  itself  contained  in  the 
Scriptures ;  "  God  confirmed  it  by  signs  following ;"  that  is, 
by  signs  proving  that  the  apostles  spake  the  mind  of  God ; 
the  ^things  which  they  spake,  were  proved  and  believed  for 
ever ;  but  then  the  signs  went  away,  and  left  a  permanent 
and  eternal  event.  So  it  is  in  the  infallible  tradition  delivered 
by  the  apostles  and  apostolic  age,  concerning  the .  Scriptures 
being  the  word  of  God;  what  they  said  was  confirmed  by 
all  that  testimony,  by  which  they  obtained  belief  in  :the 
churchj  to  their  persons  and  doctrines ;  but  when  they  had 
once  delivered  this,  there  needed  no  remaining  miracle,  and 
entail  of  infallibility  in  the  church  to  go  on  in  the  delivery 
of  this ;  for  by  that  time  that  all  the  apostles  were  dead,  and 
the  infalhble  spirit  was  departed,  the  Scriptures  of  the 
Gospels  were  believed  in  all  the  world,  and  then  it  was  not 
ordinarily  possible  ever  any  more  to  detract  faith  from  that 
book ;  and  then  for  the  transmitting  this  book  to  after-ages, 
the  Divine  providence  needed  no  other  course,  but  the  ordi- 
nary ways  of  man«  that  is,  right  reason,  common  faithfulness, 
the  interest  of  souls,  believing  *  a  good  thing,  which  there  was 
and  could  be  no  cause  to  disbelieve ;  and  an  universal  consent 
of  all  men,  that  were  any  ways  concerned  for  it,  or  against 
it;  and  this,  not  only  preached  upon  the  house  tops,  but 
set  down  also  in  very  many  writings.  This  actually  was  the 
way  of  transmitting  this  book,  and  the  authority  of  it,  to 
after-ages  respectivdy. 

These  things  are,  of  themselves,  evident;  yet  because 
J.  S.  still  demands  we  should  set  down'  some  first  and  self- 
evident  principle,  on  which  to  found  the  whole  procedure, 
I  shall  once  more  satisfy  him;  and  this  is  a  first  and  self- 
evident  principle,  *  whatsoever  can  be  spoken,  can  be  written  ;* 
and  if  it  be  plain  spoken,  it  may  be  as  plain  written.  I 
hope  I  need  not  go  about  to  demonstrate  this ;  for  it  is  of 
itself  evident,  that  God  can  write  all  that  he  is  pleased  to 
speak ;  and  all  good  scribes  can  set  down  in  writing,  what- 
soever another  tells  them ;  and  in  his  very  words  too,  if  he 
please,  he  can  as  well  transcribe  a  word  spoken,  as  a  word 
written.  And  upon  this  principle  it  is  that  the  protestants 
believe,  that  the  words  of  Scripture  can  be  as  easily  under- 
stood, after  they  are  written. in  a  book, — as  when  they  were 
spoken  in  the  churches  of  the  first  Christians ;  and  the  apostles 
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and  evangeliBtg  did  write  the  life  of  Christ)  his  doctrmed, 
the  doctrines  of  faith,  as  plain  as  they  did  speak  them,  at 
least  as  plain  a»  was  necessary  tot  the  end  for  which  they 
were  written,  which  is  the  salvation  of  our  souls^  And  what 
necessity  now  can  there  be^  that  there  should  be  a  perpetual 
inii^aole  still  current  in  the  church,  and  a  spirit  of  infalfifaility 
descendant  to  remember  the  church  of  all  those  things,  whidi 
are  at  once  set  down  in  a  book,  the  truth  and  authority  of 
which  was  at  first  proved  by  infallible  testimony,  the  memory 
and  certainty  of  which  is  preserved  amongst  Christians  by 
many  unquestionable  records  and  testimonies  of  severd 
natures  ? 

As  there  was  no  necessity  that  an  infallible  ond  tradition 
should  do  any  more  but  consign  the  books  of  Scripture ;  so 
it  could  not  do  any  more,  without  a  eontinual  miracle.  That 
there  was  no  continued  miracle  is  sufficiently  proved,  by 
proving  it  was  not  necessary  it  should ;  for  that  also  is  ano- 
ther first  and  self-evident  principle,  that  *the  all-wise  €kxl 
does  not  do  any  thing,  much  less  such  things  as  miracles,  to 
no  purpose,  and  for  no  need.**  But  now  if  there  be  not  a 
continued  miracle,  then  oral  tradition  was  not  fit  to  be  trusted, 
in  relating  the  particulars  of  the  Christian  reli^on.  For  if 
in  a  succesedon  of  bishops  and  priests,  from  St.  Peter  down 
to  pope  Alexander  VII.,  it  is  impossible  fbr  any  tnan  to  be 
assured  that  there  was  no  nullity  in  the  ordinati<mfis  but  in- 
sensibly there  might  intervene  somethii^  to  t&tke  a  breach 
in  the  long  line,  which  must,  in  that  ease,  be  made  up  as 
well  as  they  can,  by  tying  a  knot  on  it :  It  will  be  infinitely 
more  hard  to  suppose,  but  that  in  the  series  and  successive 
talkings  of  the  Christian  religion,  there  must  needs  be  infinite 
variety,  and  many  things  told  oth^wiae,  and  some  ffaings 
spoken  with  evil  purposes,  by  such  as  **  preached  Christ  out 
of  envy  ;^  and  many  odd  things  said  and  doctrines  Strang^ 
represented  by  such  as  **  creep  into  houses,  and  lead  captive 
siDy  women  :^  It  may  be,  the  bishops  of  the  apostolical 
churches  did  preach  right  doctrines  for  divers  ages ;  but  yet 
in  Jerusalem,  where  fifteen  bishops  in  succession  were  cir* 
cumcised,  who  can  tell  how  many  things  might  be  spoken  in 
justification  of  that  practice,  which  might  secretly  undervalue 
the  apostolical  doctrine.  And  where  was  the  oral  tradition 
then  of  this  proposition :  ^'  If  ye  be  circumcised,  Christ  shall 


profit  you  nothing?^  But,  however,  though  the  bishops 
did  preach  all  the  doctrine  of  Christ  \  yet  these  sermons  were 
told  to  them  that  were  absent,  by  others  who,  it  may  be^ 
might  tnistake  sottiething,  and  understasld  them  to  other 
senses  that!  Unas  Ititended.  And  though  infallibiUty  of  testis 
fying  nright  be  ^ven  to  the  churth^  that  is,  to  the  chiei 
rulers  of  it  (for  I  hope  J.  S»  does  not  suppose  it  subjected 
in  every  single  Christian  tnkn  or  Woman),  yet  when  this  testi- 
mony of  theirs  is  carried  abroad,  the  reporters  are  not  always 
hifklKMe:  and  let  it  be  conisldered,  that  even  now,  since 
Christianity  hath  been  transmitted  to  many  ages,  and  there 
aire  so  many  thousands  that  teach  it^  yet  how  many  hundreds 
of  these  thousands  understand  but  very  little  of  it,  and  there* 
fore  tell  it  to  others  but  pitifully  and  imperfectly  ;  so  that  if 
God,  in  his  goodness,  had  not  preserved  to  us  <<  the  surer 
word**  of  the  prophetical  and  evangeliiSftl  Scriptures,  Chris- 
tianity  would,  by  this  time,  have  been  a  most  strange  thing ; 
"  litera  scripta  manet.**  As  to  the  apostles  while  they  lived> 
it  was  so  easy  tb  have  recourse,  that  error  durst  not  appear 
with  an  open  face,  but  the  cure  was  at  hand :  so  have  the 
apostles,  whra  they  took  cate  t6  have  something  left  to  the 
churches  to  put  them  in  thind  of  the  precious  doctrine;  th^ 
put  a  sure  standard,  and  fixed  a  rule  in  the  church,  to  which 
all  doubts  might  be  brought  to  trial,  and  againM  which  all 
heresies  might  be  dashed  in  pieces.  But  we  have  lived  to 
see  the  apostolical  churches  rent  from  one  another,  and 
teaching  contrary  things,  and  pret^dtng  contrary  traditions, 
and  abounding  in  several  denses,  and  excommunicating  one 
Another ;  and  it  is  impossible,  for  example,  that  we  should  see 
the  Greeks  goitig  any  whither,  but  to  theif  own  superior  and 
their  own  churches  to  be  ^  taught  Christian  religion ;  and  the 
Latins  did  always  go  to  their  own  patriarch,  and  to  their 
own  bishops  and  churches,  and  it  is  not  likely  it  should  be 
otherwise  now,  than  it  hath  been  hitherto^  that  is,  that  they 
follow  the  jreligion  that  is  taught  them  there,  and  the  tradition 
that  is  delivered  by  their  immediate  superiors.  Now  there 
being  so  vast  a  difierence,  not  only  in  the  great  churches, 
but  in  several  ages^  and  in  several  dioceses,  and  in  siqgle 
priests,  every  one  understanding  as  he  can,  and  speaking  as 

he  please,  and  remembering  as  he  may,  and    expressing  it 
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accordifigly»  and  the  people  also  understanding  it  by  halves^ 
and  telling  it  to  their  children,  sometimes  ill,  sometimes  not 
at  all,  and  seldom  ias  they  should ;  and  they  who  are  taught, 
neglecting  it  too  grossly^  and  attending  to  it  very  carelessly, 
and  forgetting  it  too  quickly;  and  which  is  worse  yet,  men 
expounding  it  according  to  their  interests,  or  their  lusts,  out 
of  faction,  or  as  they  are  misled,  and  then  report  it  accord- 
ingly: These,  and  a  thousand  things  more,  convince  us  of 
the  easiness  of  being  decayed  by  pral  tradition  of  doctrines, 
which  can  insensibly  and  unavoidably  be  changed,  in  great 
differences  and  mistakes ;  but  can  never  suffer  any  consider* 
ing  person  to  believe,  that  mouth-delivery  is  a  better  way  of 
k^ping' records  than  writing  in  a  book.' 

So  that  now  I  wonder  that  J.  S.  is  pleased  to  call  traditions 
certainty,  the  "  first  principle  of  controversy  ;''  the  pretence 
of  it  is  indeed  the  mother  and  nurse  of  controversy ;  for  in 
the  world  there  is  not  any  thing  more ;  uncertain  than  the 
report  of  men's  words.  How  many  men  have  been  undone 
by  mistaken  words  ?  And  it  is  well  remembered,  that  in  the 
last  unhappy  parliament  c^,  a  gentleman  was  caUed  to  the  bar 
for  spealang  words  of  truth  and  honesty,  but  against  the 
sense  of  the  house :  the  words  were  spoken  in  a  great  as- 
sembly, before  many  witnesses;  curious  and  malicious  ob- 
servers spoke  at  that  very  time;  and  yet  when  the  words 
were  questioned,  they  could  not  agree  what  they  "were ;  and 
consequently  the  sense  of  them  might  be  strangely  altered, 
mice  a  word,  the  misplacing  of  a  word,  an  accent,  a  point,  any 
ambiguity,  any  mistake;  might  change  the  sense :  weU,  upon 
this  accident  the  speaker  caUed  to  a  gentleman,  whom  he  had 
observed  to  write  the  words ;  and  to  him  they  appealed,  and 
he  told  them  that  which  I  supposed  was  said,  but  wholly 
differing  from  them  that  spake  it,  the  traditionary  part  of  the 
parliament. 

All  the  rest  which  J.  S.  says  in  his  First  Way,  is  nothing 
but  a  strange  and  arrogant  bragging,  which  as  it  is  incon- 
sistent with  tlie  modesty  of  a  Christian,  so  it  is  ah  ill  sign  of 
a  sober  and  wise  conviction ;  for  if  he  had  demonstrated  the 
certainty  of  oral  tradition,  he  needed  no  such  noises;  they 
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♦ 
that  speak  truest,  make  the  least  stir,  and  when  they  are  at 

peace  in  the  truth  of  the  thing,  they  are  pleased  it  is  well,  and 
so  they  leave  it  to  prevail  by  its  native  strengths. 

But  after  all  this  noise  made  by  J.  S,,  why  is  he  so  fierce 
to  call  me  to  first  and  self-evident  principles  ?  Does  any 
school  of  philosophy  do  so  in  their  systems  and  discourses  P 
Are  there  not  in  every  science  divers  '  prsecognita,'  things  to 
be  'presupposed'  and  believed,  before  we  -can  prove  any 
thing  ?  It  is  reasonable,  when  I  reprove  any  vicious  person 
for  dishonouring  God^  and  dissuade  him  from  his  wicked 
courses,  that  he  should  tell  me  he  will  not  be  dissuaded 
by  my  fine  words,  but  if  I  will  go  to  principles  loid  first 
grounds,  he  will  hear  me;  and  I  must  first  prove' what 
*  dishonouring''  is,  and  *  how  God  can  be  dishonoured,'  a^d  ^ 
whether  it  be  only  by  fiction  of  law,  x«/  oixovopw'av,  and'  by 
way  of  condescension  it  is  so  said:  and  yet  after  all  this,  I 
must  prove  that  '  God  does  care  at  all,  whether  the  man 
say  such  things  or  no;'  or  lastly,  I  must  prove  that  '  there  is 
a  God,'  before  he  can  suffer  me .  to  reprove  him  upon  such 
ungrounded  discourses.  Theology,  and  the  science  of  the 
Scriptures,  suppose  divers  grounds  laid  Mown  before  and 
believed ;  and,  therefore,  it  were  a  wild  demand,  that,  in 
every  book,  we  should  make  a  logical  system,  or  a  formal 
analysis  of  all  our  discourses,  and  make  a  map  describing 
all  the  whole  passage  from  the  first  truth,  to  the  present  affir«- 
mative. 

^  But  if  J.  S.  will  but  consider  what  the  design  of  *  The 
Dissuasive '  was,  and  that  the  purpose  of  it  was  to  prove, 
that  the  doctrine  of  popery  as  such,  is  wholly  an  innovation, 
neither  catholic  nor  apostolic ;  there  was  no  need  of  coming 
to  any  other  first  grounds,  but  to  show  the  time  when  the 
Roman  propositions  were  not  catholic  doctrines,  and  when 
they  began  to  be  esteemed  so.  These  things  are  matters  of 
fact,  and  need  no  reduction  to  any.  other  first  principles,  but 
the  credible  testimony  of  men  fit  to  be  believed.  But  yet 
because  I  will  humour  J.  S.  for  this  once;  even  here  also 
'  The  Dissuasive '  relies  upon  a  first  and.  self-evident  principle 
as  any  is  in  Christianity ;  and .  that  is,  "  Quod  primum, 
verum."  And,  therefore,  if  I  prove  that  the  Roman  doctrines 
now  controverted,  were  not  "  at  first,"  but  came  in  after- 
wards, then  I  have  built  '  The  Dissuasive'  aright;  and  now 
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I  htive  poiiited  it  out,  a^d  ^v^  idready  in  part,  soAt,  in  the 
fcjQowing  book,  have  more  \avge\y  dme  it ;  therefore,  I  h(^ 
J.  S.  will  be  ^  g^cKid  aj|  hi&  word,  and  *^  yi^]4  hiips^  li^ 
9olut?ly  coi]|i)ted.^^  But  becau^^  there  are  some  othe^r  rel^pns 
inclining  me  to  thinly  h^  viU  not  perform  Ins  promise,  and 
particularly  «  l>ecii\Jia^  of  the  illi-n^ured,ne»  of  M^  ovm  prinr 
dptes,'^  (that  I  m^y  tt«e  hia  own  ^xpre^sioR  in  \»»  postscript) ; 
yet  if  I  hi^ve  failed  in  my  proc^  it  is  i\ot  ion  wwt  9f  cleai? 

and  evident  princ^A^fic  but  of  right  ded\)(;UQn9  f^^m  them ; 

and,  therefore,  he  'vk  fni»t«]^ei;^  in  his  Yv^\  W»y  9^  nming  \ 
and  whether  there  b^  any  defect  in  any  thi«g  eUfe,  wiU  be  put 
to  trial  in  the  sequel:  in  the  ipgi^a^  tim?i  the  tio^  is  not  sex  ter^ 
rible  as  he  is  paintedt 

The  Second  Way. 

Iv  the  next  place,  I  shaU  try  his  secmd  nuw;  and  l^eve 
I  shall  find  it  big  with  a  ^  brHtuin  fulm^n  ;*  and  that  it  can 
do  no  hurt  but  make  i^  noise,  and  so«re  the  boys  in  the  neigh-^ 
bourhood. 

For  now,  though,  in  the  IS^'mt  Way,  he  blamed  ma  for 
relying  upon  no  fijDst  and  self-evident  principle '^  in  the 
second,  he  excludes  me  from  all  right  nf  using  wy%  unlecp  I 
will  take  his.  He  says,  ^^  I  have  no  i%ht  to  allege  Sksrip* 
tures  or  fathers,  coiunoils  or  rcyison,  history  or  in&tonipes.^ 
But  why,  I  pray?  "  It  is  done  thus:  All  discourse  sup- 
poses that  certain  upon  yrhioh  it  buildsu^^  That  is  hisi  first 
proposition ;  what  he  mak^s  of  it  afterwards  we  shall  aei^  :  in 
the  mean  time,  he  may  oouMder,  that  thpu^  all  hia  dis- 
courses suppose  that  cerlanft  on  which  they  build,  because 
his  geese  are  swans,  and  hia  arguments  are  demonstration^, 
yet  there  are  many  wiser  discourses  which  «ely  upcm  profaalde 
arguments :  and  so  does  a  moral  demonstration ;  and  ^uch  a 
great  wit  of  France^  Mr«  Silfaw,  aupi^oaed  to  be  his  best  way 
of  proving  the  immortality  of  the  soul.  Now  this  is  nothing 
but  a  ooaoervation  of  many  probabilities,  whiob,  according  to 
the  subject  matter,  (as  not  being  capable  of  any  other  way  pf 
probation)  amounts  to  the  effect  of  ir  demonstration.  And 
however  this  gentleman  looks  big  upon  it,  the  infallibiUty  <^ 
the  church  of  Rome  is,  by  the  wisest  of  his  own  party, 
aeknowkdged  to  rely  but  upon  prudential  motives;  ai|d  ho 
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i»  A  uif^dina]),  says  Aristotle,  wbo,  in  some  cases  (in  which 
yet  a  man  may  disoourae  wisely  enough),  looks  for  any  more 
liiaD  argum^ts  of  a  high  probability.  But  what  does  J.  S» 
thjnk  of  argipnents  ^  ad  hominem  T  Do  they  suppose  that 
obtain,  which  they  build  upon  ?  or,  if  they  do  not^  can  there 
be  no  good  discourse  made  upon  them  P  What  are  the  wise 
con9Ultatioiis  of  states  and  councils?  Do  they  always  dis- 
course fooUsbly  when  they  proceed  and  argue  but  upon  proba* 
bihties  f  Nay»  what  does  J.  S.  think  of  general  councils,  who 
are  fallible  in  their  premisesj  though  right  in  their  conclusions? 
Do  their  ecfflduskms  sujqpose  th^  premises,  upon  which  they 
build  their  conclusions,  to  be  certain  ?  If  not,  then  J.  S*  hath 
afSrmed  weakly,  that  all  discourse  supposes  that  certain  upon 
which  it  builds. 

Well !  but  how  does  he  build  upon  this  rotten  foundation, 
who  bath  already,  in  this  very  procedure,  confuted  his  fol^ 
k>wing  discourse,  as  bdng  such  which  does  not,  I  am  sure^ 
ought  not  (as  appears  by  the  reasons  I  have  brought  against 
it)  sty^iose  that  certain  on  which  it  is  built :  <^  Thus,  if 
tradition,  got  the  way  oi  conveying  down  matters  of  fact  by 
the  former  ages  testifying,  can  fail,  none  of  these,  viz.  Scrip- 
ture, reason,  history,  fathers,  councils,  yea,  instances,  are 
oertain.*^  This  is  his  assumption ;  and  this,  besides  that  it 
ia  false,  is  also  to  none  of  his  purposes.  1,  It  is  false ;  for 
suppose  tradition  be  not  certain,  how  must  ^  all  reason^ 
therefore  fail?  Far,  first,  there  must  be  some  reason  pre- 
supposed, before  the  certainty  of  tradition  can  be  established  r 
and  if  there  be  not,  why  does  J.  S.  offer,  nt  a  demonstrative 
reason,  to  prove  the  cevtainty  of  traditkin  ?  though,  if  there 
be  no  better  reasons  for  it  than  he  hath  yet  shown.  Ins  reason 
and  tradition  fail  tog^en  S.  Supposing  tradition  should 
fail,  yet  there  may  be  reasons  .  given  for  the  excellency  of 
Christianity,  whi^,  as  they  oonfinn  Christians  in  their  faith, 
and  beget  love  to  the  articles,  so  they  may  be  sufficient  to  in- 
vite even  the  wiser  heathens  to  consider  it,  and  choose  it. 

But  then  suf^pose,  that  these  things  should  be  uncertainr 
upon  the  supposal  of  the  uncertainty  of  tradition  of  matters 
of  fhct,  yet  it  will  avail  J.  S.  nothing ;  lor  it  will  only  follow, 
that  then  ^'  those  things  which  only  rely  upon  that  matter  of 
fact,*^  are  not  demonstratively  certain;  but  though  it  may 
lail  *  Ui  scwe  things,'  it  may  be  ^  right  in  others ;'  and  we 
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nuiy  have  reason  for  one,  and  not  for  another,  and  then  either 
those  things  must  be  proved  some  other  way,  or  else  they  can 
be  believed  but  only  so  far  as  the  first  topic  will  extend ; 
which  yet,  though  so  uncertain  as  not  to  be  infallible  or  de- 
monstrative, may  be  certain  enough  to  make  men  believe,  and 
live  and  die  accordingly.  For  if  we  have  no  better,  God 
requiires  no  better,  and  by  these  things  will  bring  his  purposes 
to  pass;  and  if  this  were  not  true,  what  will  become  of  the 
laity,  and  the  many  ignorant  priests  of  his  own  church,  who 
do  not  rely  upon  the  certainty  of'  universal  tradition,  but  the 
single  testimony  of  their  parents  or  their  parish  priest  ?  But  of 
this  afterwards. 

But  to  come  closer  to  the  thing:    Suppose   tradition  of 
fact  be  certain  (for  so  it  is  in  many  instances,  and  if  it  be 
universal,  it  will  be  allowed  to  be  so  in  all) ;  yet  it  is  but  so 
certain,  that  yet  there  is  a  natural  possibility  that  it  should 
be  false ;  and  it  is  possible  that  what  the  generality  of  one 
sort  of  men  do  jointly  testify,  may  yest  be  found  false,  or  at 
least  uncertain ;  as  the  burial  of  Mahomet  in   Mecca,  and 
his  being  attracted  by  a  loadstone,  of  which  the  Mahometans 
have  a  long  and  general  tradition,  at  least  we  in  Christendom 
are  made  to  believe  so;  and  if  it  be  not  so,  yet  it  is  naturally 
possible  that  they  should  all  believe  and  [teach  a  lie,  and  they 
actually  do  so ;  yet   I  will  allow  ecclesiastical  catholic   tra- 
dition, speaking  morally,  to  be  certain  and  indubitable;  and 
that  if  this  should  fail,  much  of  bur  comfort  and  certainty  of 
adherence  to  Christian  religion  would  fail  with  it ;  but  then 
it  is  to  be  considered,  that  the  certainty  of  tradition  which  is 
allowed,  is  but  *  in  matters  of  fact,  not  in  doctrines,^  because 
the  fact  maybe  one,  the  doctrines  many;  that  soon  remem- 
bered, these  soon  forgotten;  that  perceived  by  sense,  these 
mistaken  and  misunderstood ;  and  though  it  is  very  credibly 
reported  and  easily  believed,  that  Julius  Caesar  was  killed  in 
the  senate,  yet  all  that  he  said  that  day,  and  all  the  unwritten 
orders  he  made,  and  all  his  orations,  will  not,  cannot,  so  easily 
be  trusted  upon  oral  tradition.     So  that  oral  tradition  is  a 
good  ministry  of  conveying  a  record,  but  it  is  not  the  best 
record;    and  the  principal  office   of  oral    tradition    is  done 
when  the  record  is  verified  by  it,  when  the  Scripture  is  con- 
signed^; and  though  still  it  is  useftd,  yet   it  is  not  still  so 
necessary:  for  when,  by  tradition  or  ora^  testimony,  we   are 
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assured  that  the  Bible  is  the  word  of  God,  and  the  great 
record  of  salvation,  then  we  are  sure  that  God  who  gave  it, 
will  preserve  it,  or  not  require  it, — and  he  that  designed  it  to 
such  an  end,  will  make  and  keep  it  sufficient  to  that  end,  and 
that  he  hath  done  so  already  is  therefore  notorious,  because 
God  hath  been  pleased  to  multiply  the  copies,  and  enwrap 
the  contents  of  that  book  with  the  biggest  interests  of  man« 
kind;  that  it  is  made  impossible  to  destroy  that  Divine 
reposdtory  of  necessary  and  holy  doctrines;  and  when  the 
Christians  were,  by  deaths  and  tortures,  assaulted,  to  cause 
them  to  deliver  up  their  Bibles,  that  they  might  be  destroyed, 
the  prosecutors  prevailed  not;  they  might,  with  as  much 
success,  have  undertaken  to  drink  up  the  sea.  And  that 
Providence  which  keeps  the  whole  from  destruction,  will  also 
keep  all  its  necessary  parts  from  corruption,  lest  the  work  of 
God  become  insufficient  to  the  end  of  its  designation;  and 
he  that  will  look  for  better  security,  than  we  can  have  from 
the  certain  knowledge  and  experience  of  the  infallibility  of  the 
Divine  Providence  and  never-failing  goodness,  must  erect  a 
new  office  of  assurance. 

The  effect  of  this  discourse  is  this:  That  oral  tradition 
may  be  very  certain,  and,  in  some  case,  is  the  best  evidence 
we  have  in  matters  of  fact,  unless  where  we  are  taught  by 
sense  or  revelation ;  and  if  it  were  not  certain,  we  should  be 
infinitely  to  seek  for  notices  of  things  that  are  past :  but  this 
is  but  a  moral  certainty,  though  it  be  the  best  we  have ;  and 
this  is  but  in  matters  of  fact,  not  in  doctrines  and'  orations,  or 
notions  delivered  in  many  words;  and  after  all  this,  when 
tradition  hath  consigned  an  instrument  or  record,  a  writing 
or  a  book,  it  may  then  leave  being  necessary,  and  when  the 
providence  of  God  undertakes  to  supply  the  testimony  of  man, 
the  change  is  for  our  advantage. 

•  Well!  Now,  having  considered  this  second  proposition,  let 
us  see  what  his  conclusion  his ;  for  that  also  hath  something 
of  particular  consideration,  as  having  in  it  something  more 
than  was  in  the  premises.  The  conclusion  is:  **  Therefore  a 
protestant  or  a  renouncer  of  tradition,  cannot,  with  reason, 
pretend  to  discourse  out  of  any  of  these.*"  To  which  I  shall 
reply  these  things:  1.  This  gentleman  wholly  mistakes  us 
protestants,  as  he  did  the  protestant  religion  when'  he  weakly 
forsook  it,    Protestants  are  not  renoujicers  of  traidition  j  for 
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we  allow  all  catholic  traditkms  that  can  pror^  theiiiscAvea  tn 
be  8udi;  but  ve.find  little  or  nothing,  (excepting  this* 
that  '<  the  Bible  is  the  word  of  God/'  and  that  ^'  tb«  BlUe 
contains  all  the  will  of  God  fpr  our  salvation/'  all  dootrinea 
qi  faith  and  life),  Uttk  or  nothing  else,  I  s^y»  descending  to 
ns  by  a  universal  tradition,  therefore  we  have  reason  to  adhere 
to  scriplurey  and  renounce,  as  J.  S.  is  plea3ed  to  ca,!!  it,  all 
pretence  of  tradition  of  any  matters  of  faith,  not  plainly  set 
down  in  the  Bible. 

But  now,  since  we  renounce  no  tradition  but  such  as  is 
not,  and  cannot  be»  proved  to  be  competent  and  catholic,  I 
hope,  with   the  leave  of  J.  S.,    we  may  diaoQuraet  out  of 
Scriptures  and  councils,  fathers    and  rea/Bon,   history  and 
instances.    For  we  believe  tradition  when  it  is  credible,  9Jad 
we  believe  what  two  or  three  honest  men  say  upon  their 
knowledge,  and  we  make  no  scruple  to  believe  that  there  ia 
an  Englidh  plantation  in  the  Barhadoes,  because  many  tell  us 
so,  who  have  no  reason  to  deceive  us;  so  that  we  are  in  a 
very  good  capacity  of  making  use  of  Scriptures  andcouBcils, 
&c.     But  I  must  deal  freely   with  Mr.  S. ;  though  we   do 
believe  these  things  upon  credible  testimony,  yet  we  do  not 
think  the  testimony  infallible,  and  we  do  heUeve  many  men 
who  yet  pretend  not    to  infallibility :    and  if  nothing  were 
credible  but  what  is  infallible,  then  no  man  had  reason  to  be*- 
lieve  his  priest  or  his  fatlier:    we  are  taught  by  Aristotle  that 
that  is  credible,  ^^  Quod  pluribus,  quod  sapientibus,  quod 
omnibus  videtur ;""  and  yet  these  are  but  d^ees  qi  proba- 
bility, and  yet  are  sufficient  to.  warrant  th^  transactipn  of  all 
human  affairs,  whidi,  unless  where  God  is  pleasecl  to  inter* 
pose,  are  not  capable  of  greater  assurance.     Even  the  xoh^ 
rades  wrought  by  our  blessed  Saviour,  though  they  were  the 
best  arguments  in  the  world  to    prove  the  Divinity  of  his 
person  and  his  missoon,  yet  they  were  but  the  best  argument 
we  needed  and  understood ;  but  although  they  were  infinitely 
sufficient  to  ocwvince  all  but  the  ma&^us,  yet  there  weie 
some  so  malicious  who  did  not  allow  them  to  be  demonstra* 
tions,  but  said,  that  he  did  ^^^.cast  out  devils  by  Beelzebub.^' 
<^  Here  we  live  by  faith  and  not  by  knowledge  ;^  and  th^e~ 
fore,  it  is  an  infinite  goodness  of  God  to  give  proofs  sufficient 
for  us,    and  fitted  to  our  natures,   and  proportioned  to  our 
understanding ;  but  yet  such  as  may  neither  ei^tinguish  faith^ 
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nor  destroy  the  Qalure  of  hope,  wbicb»  idthoOgH  it  mny  b^  m 
certAUi  and  mire  aa  to  be  a  &tead£i«t  ^^  aqohor  of  the  soul^"! 
yet  it  may  have  m  it  soxaetbing  of  natuji^^l  mioertainty^  and  yet 
<<  fill  us  with  all  comfort  aod  hope  in  believing  f'  so  that  we 
allow  tradition  to  be  eertain  if  it  be  nmversal,  and  to  W 
cfediQbfe  aecoFding  to  the  decrees  of  its  univeraalUy  aid  dia^ 
intei^ted  simpUcity;  and»  thecefo^,  we  have  as  much  i%ht 
to  visa  the  Scriptures  and  ftithers  lis  J.  j3.  (ind  all  his  party  i 
and  all  his  following  talk  in  the  sequel  of  this  Second  Way» 
reljrii^  upon  a  ground  which  I  have  discovered  to  be  false, 
must  needs  fall  of  itself  and  signify  nothing*  But  attbougb 
this  pouiit  be  Qpon  washed  oi^  yet  I  suppose  the  charge*  whid» 
irill  recoil  upon  hid^self,  wiU  not  so  easily  be  put  by.  For 
though  it  appears,  that  protestants  have  right  to  use  fethers 
and  councils.  Scriptures  and  reason,  yet  J.  S.  wd  hisUttle 
eonventipn  of  four  or  five  brothers  of  the  tradition,  have 
clearly  di^ntitled  themselves  to  any  use  of  these.  Foir  if 
the  oral  tradition  of  the  present  church  be  the  infallible  and 
only  rule  of  faith,  then  there  is  no  coracle  but  this  one ;  and 
the  dec^-ees  of  coimcils  did  bind  only  in  that  age  they  were 
mad^  as.  b^g  part  of  the  tradition  of  that  age;  but  the 
next  f^e  needed  it  not,  as  giving  testimony  to  itself,  and 
beii)g  its  awn  rule.  And,  therefore,  when  a  question  is  to  be 
disputed,  you  can  go  no  whither  to  be  tried  but  to  the  treh 
dition  of  the  present  church,  and  this  is  not  to  be  proved  by 
9  series  and  order  of  records  and  succession ;  but  if  you  will 
know  what  was  formerly  believed,  you  must  only  ask,  what 
isbeUeved  now;  for  now  rivera  run  back  to  their  springs, 
and  th9  Iftmb  was  to  blame  for  troubliQg  the  wolf  by  drinking 
in  the  descending  river,  for  the  lower  is  now  higher ;  and  you 
lire  not  to  prove  by  what  is  past,  that  the  present  is  right,) 
but  by  the  present  you  prove  what  was  past,  and  Hfurry  VIIv 
is  before  Harry  VI.,  and  children  must  teach  th^r  parent^: 
and,  therefore,  it  is  to  be  hoped,  in  time  may  be  their  elders* 
But,  by  this  means,  fathers  and  councils  are  made  of  no  use 
to  these  gentlemen,  who  have  greatly  obliged  the  world  by 
telling  us  a  short  way  to  science;  and  though  our  hfe  bq 
short,  yet  art  is  shorter,  especially  in  our  way,  in  theology ; 
concerning  which  there  needs  no  labour,  no  study,  no  read^ 
ing,  but  to  know  of  the  present  church  what  was  always 
behaved,  and  taught,  imd  yhat  ou^t  to  be  so;  nay,  what 
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Was  done,  or  what  was  said,  or  what  was  written,  is  to  be 
told  by  the  present  church,  which,  without  further  trouble, 
can  infallibly  assure  us.  And  upon  this  account,  the  Jesuits 
have  got  the  better  of  the  Jansenists;  for  though  these  men 
weakly  and  fondly  deny  such  words  to  be  in  Jansenius,  yet 
the  virtual,  church  can  tell  better,  whether  they  be  or  no  in 
Jansenius ;  or  rather,  it  matters  not  whether  they  be  or  no ; 
for  it  being  the  present  sense  of  the  pope,  he  may  proceed  to 
condemnation. 

But  J.  S»  offers  at  some  reason  for  this  :  "  For,"  saith  he, 
<^  fathers  being  eminent  witnesses,  to  immediate  posterity  or 
children,  of  the  church's  doctrine  received,  and  councils  re^ 
presentatives  of  the  church;  their  strengths  as  proofs,— nay, 
their  very  existence  is  not  known  till  the  notion  of  the  church 
be  known,  which  is  part,  of  their  definition,  and  to  which  they 
relate.''  This  is  but  part  of  his  argument,  which  I  yet  must 
consider  apart,  because  every  proposition  of  his  argument  hath 
in  it  something  very  untrue ;  which  when  I  have  remarked, 
I  shall  consider  the  whole  of  it  altogether. 

And  here,  first,  I  consider  that  it  is  a  strange  proposition 
to  say,  that  ^^  the  existence  of  the  fathers  is  not  known,  till 
the  notion  or  definition  of  the  church  be  known."  For  who 
is  there  of  any  knowledge  in  any  thing  of  this  nature,  that 
hath  not  heard  of  St.  Austin,  St.  Jerome,  St.  Ambrose,  or 
St.  Gregory  ?  The  Spaniards  have  a  proverb,  **  There  was 
never  good  oglio  without  bacon,  nor  good  sermon  without  St.- 
Austin :''  and  yet  I  suppose  all  the  people  of  Spain  that  hear 
the  name  of  St.  Austin,  it  may  be,  five  hundred  times  every 
Lent,  make  no  question  of  the  existence  of  St,  Austin,  or  that 
there  was  such  a  man  as  he ;  and  yet  I  believe,  not  very  many 
of  them  can  tell  the  definition  of  the  church.  Thousands  of 
the  people,  and  the  very  boys,  see  the  pictures  of .  St.  Austin 
sold  in  fairs  and  markets,  and  yet  are  not  so  wise  as  to  know 
the  notion  or  nature  of  the  church  ;  and  indeed,  many  wiser 
people,  botli  among  them  and  us,  will  be  very  much  to  seek  in 
the  definition,  when  your  learned  men  amongst  yourselves  dis- 
pute what  that  nature  or  definition  ia. 

But,  it  may  be,  though  J.  S.  put  fathers  and  councils  into 
the  same  proposition,  yet  he  means  it  of  councils  only,  and 
that  is  the  existence  of  councils  which  is  not  to  be  had  with- 
out the  notion  or  definition  of  church,  (ind  this'isasi  false  as 
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the  odier ;  for  what  tradesman  in  Germany,  Italy,  France,  or 
Spain,  is  not  well  enough  assured  that  there  was. such  a  thing 
as  the  council  of  Trent  ?  And  yet  to  be  knowing  of  this,  it 
was  not  necessary  that  they  shoiild  be  told  how  church  is  to 
be  defined.  Indeed  they  cannot  know  what  it  is  to  be 
church-coundls,  unless  they  know  as  much  of  church  as  ihey 
do  of  councils. '  But  what  think  we  ?  Could  not  men  know 
there  was  a  council  of '  Ariminum  more  numerous  than  that  at 
Nice,  unless  they  had  the  notion  of  church  ?  Certainly  the 
church  was  no  part  of  the  definition  of  that  council,  nor  did 
it  rdbte,  save  only  as  enemies  are  relatives  to  each  other; 
and  if  they  be,  yet  it  is  hard  to  say  they  are  parts  of  eisu;h 
other^s  definition.  But,  it  may  be,  J.  S.  means  this  saying  of 
gocd  aiid  catholic  councils:  yet  they  also  maybe  known  to 
have  been  without  skill  in  definitions.  Definitions  do  not 
tell  ^  an  sit,^  but  <  quid  sit  f  the  first  is  to  be  supposed  before 
any  definition  is  to  be  inquired  after. 

'Well !  But  how  shall  the  being  or  nature  of  church  be 
knowii  ?  .  That  is  his  second  proposition,  and  tells  us  a  pretty 
thing:  "  Nor  is  the  being  of  nature  of  church  known,  till 
it  be'  certainly  known,  who  are  faithful  or  have  true  faith, 
who  not ;  which  must  be  manifested  by  their  having,  or  not 
having,  the  true  rule  of  faith.''  Why,  but  does  the  having  ' 
the  true  rule  of  faith  make  a'  man  faithful  ?  Cannot  a  man 
have  the  true  rule  of  faith,  and  yet  forsake  it,  or  not  make 
use  of  it,  or  *hide  the  truth  in  unrighteousness?'  Does 
the  having  the  best  antidote  in  the  world  make  a  man 
healthful ;  though  he  live  disorderly,  and  make  no  use  of  it  ? 
But  to  let  that  pass  among  the  other  a^dkiAxra/  That  which 
is  more  remark^le  is,  "  That  the  being  or  nature  of  church 
is  not  known,  till  it  be  certainly  known  who  are  faithful  or 
have  true  faith."  I  had  thought,  that  the  way,  in  the  church 
of  Home,  of  pronouncing  men  faithful,  or  to  have  true  faith, 
had  been  their  being  in  the  church,  and  that  adhering  to  the 
church  (whose  being  and  truth  they  must,  therefore,  be 
presupposed  to  believe),  had  been  the  only  way  of  pronoun- 
cing them  faithful;  which  I  supposed  so  certain  amongst 
men,  that  though  they  have  no  faith  at  all,  but  to  believe  as 
the  church  believes,  had  been  a  sufficient  declaration  of  the 
faith  of  ignorant  men.  But  it  seems  the  tables  are  turtied. 
It  is  not  enough  to  go  to  the  church ;  but  first  they  must  be 
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a8fiiH«d  that  they  are  faithful,  and  hare  tttie  fiilth^  hetare 
they  kfioW  aay  thing  of  the  churohi 

But  if  the  testimony  of  the  present  church  be  the  only 
rule  of  £uth,  aa  J.  S»  would  fain  make  us  betieve)  then  it  had 
been  truer  said ;  a  man  cannot  know  the  being  or  nature 
of  faith,  till  he  be  wdl  acquainted  with  the  €^urdi«  And 
must  the  rule  of  faith  be  trii^  by  the  church,  and  must  tfad 
ehureh  be  tried  by  the  rule  of  faith  ?  Is  the  testimony  of 
the  church  the  measure  and  touchstone  of  faith,  and  yet 
mnst  we  have  the  ftdth  before  we  have  any  knowledge 
whether  there  be  a  church  or  no  ?  Are  they  both  firsts  and 
both  prove  one  another^  and  is  there  here  no  eiide  ?  But 
however  I  am  glad  that  the  evidence  of  truth  hath  brdugbt 
this  gentlemta  to  acknowledge  tliat  our  way  is  the  better 
ivay ;  and  that  we  must  first  dhoose  our  religion,  and  then 
out  chiuroh ;  and  not  first  dioose  our  chuix^h,  and  thto  blindly 
follow  the  religion  of  it  whatsoever  it  be«  But  thai  als0  it  wiU 
follow  thiit  J»  Sv  hath  destroyed  his  ttiaia  hypothecs,  and  the 
ora^  tradition  of  the  present  church  is  not  '  the  rule  of  faith  ;^ 
for  that  must  first  be  known,  before  we  can  know  whether 
there  be  such  a  thing  as  the  church  or  no ;  whose  rule  that  is 
]pretended  to  be^ 

.  And  now  folldws  his  conclusion,  which  is  nought  t^xm 
other  accounts;  ^^  Wherefore,"  saith  he,  ^^  sinee  the  pro* 
perlies^  the  rule  of  faith  do  all  agree  to  tradition  .our  rule, 
and  nolle  <^  them  to  theirs,  it  fdlows  the  protestdnt  orre^ 
nouncer  of  tradition  knoWs  not  what  is  dther  r%ht  SCTiptuie^ 
father  or  council,  tmd  so  ought  not  to  meddle  with  either  of 
them*^  To  this  I  have  already  answ^ed ;  and  what  J.  & 
may  do  hereaftar,  when  he  happens  to  fall  izkid  another  fit  of 
demonstration,  I  know  not;  but  as  yet  he  hath  been  very 
far  £rom  doing  what  he  says  he  hath  done,  that  is,  *  evideotiiy 
proved,^  what  he  undertook  in  this  questiiHiw  And  I  suppose 
i  have  in  a  following  section  of  this  book^  evidently  jM^ved 
that  tradition,  such  I  me^n  as  the  church  of  Rook  u^s  in  this 
inquiry,  leads  into  error,  or  may  do,  as  often  as  into  truth ; 
ted,  therefore,  though  we  may  and  do  use  tradition  as  a  pro- 
bable argument  in  many  things,  and  some  as  certain  in  one 
or  two  things  to  which  in  the  nature  of  the  thing  it  is  apt  to 
minister,  yet  it  is  infinitely  far  frcmi  being  the  rule  of  faith, 
^  whde  Christian  faith. 
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But  I  wonder  why  J.  S.  saitb,  that,  for  want  of  tradition^ 
we  cannot  know  either  right   Scripture,  fathers  or  councils, 
I  do  not  think  that  by  tradition  they  do  know  all  the  books 
of  ScrifitureB*      Do  they   know  by  universal  or  apostolical 
tzadilion^  that  the  epistle  to  the  Hebrews  is  canonical  Scrips, 
turd  ?     The  church  of  Rome  had  no  tradition  for  it  for  above 
four  htuidred  years,  and  they  received  it  at  last  from  ^e 
hwUtion  of  the  Greek  church ;  and  th)^  they,  not  the  Koman 
church)  are  the  great  conservers  of  tradition,  and  they  will 
get  nothing  by  that.    And  what  universal  tradition  can  they 
jyretend  for  those  books  which  aife  r^ected  by  soBtie  coundHs  * 
as  particularly  that  of  Laodicea  (which  is  in  the  code  of  the 
universal  church,  and  some  of  the  fathers),  which  yet  they 
now  deceive ;  certmnly  in  that  age  which  rejected  them,  theti? 
wius  no  catholic  tradition  for  them,  and  those  &thers  which  (as 
J.  S.  expresses  it)  *'  were  eminent  witnesses,  to  their  imme- 
diate posterity  or  childrien,  of  the  church's  doctrine  received,'* 
in  all  likdiihood  did  teach  their  posterity  what  themselves 
professed;  and,  therefore,  it  is  possible  the  fathers  in  that 
eounril  and  some  others  of  the  same  sentiment,  might  join  in 
saying  something  which  might  deceive  their  posterity ;  and 
consequently   the  vcfy  grouhd  of  J.   S/s  demonstration  is 
digged  up,  for  it  was  very  possible  the  fathers  might  teach 
something  that  contradicts  the  present  oral  tradition  of  the 
church  5  becftuse  when  they  were  alive,  they  believed  the  CoH* 
tradictory. 

But  further  yet;  can  J.  S»  affirm^  tbat^  by  the  oral  tra* 
dition  of  the  present  church,  we  can  be  infallibly  taught, 
which  books  were  written  by  the  fathers,  and  which  not  ?  If 
he  can,  how  haps  it  thlit  the  doctors  of  his  church  ate  not 
agreed  about  very  many  of  them,  some  rejecting  that  as 
spurious,  which  others  quote  as  genuine.  If  he  cannot, 
then  we  may  have  a  title  to  make  use  of  the  fathers,  though 
we  did  renounce  tradition ;  because  by  tradition  certain  and 
infalUUe  they  do  not  know  it ;  and  then  if  eith«  they  do 
not  know  it  at  all,  or  know  it  any  other  ways  than  by 
tradition,  we  may  know  it  that  way  as  well  as  they,  and 
thearelbre  have  as  good  a  title  to  make  use  of  them  as 
themselves* 

But  the  good  man  proceeds,  ^^  Since  pretended  instances 
ef  tradition- s  failing  depend  on  history,  and  historical  cer* 
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tainty  cannot  be  built  upon  dead  characters^  but  on  living 
sense  in  men^s  hearts  delivered  from  age  to  age  that  those 
passages  are  true,  that  is^  on  tradition,  it  follows  that  if  the 
way  of  tradition  can  fail,  all  history  is  uncertain,  and  con- 
sequently, all  instances  as  being  matters  of  fact   depending 
on  history.^     To  this  I  answer ;  that  it  is  true,  that  there 
are    many    instances,  in' which  it  is  certain  that    tradition 
hath  failed,  as   will    appear  in  the  following  section ;    and 
it  is  as  true,  that  the  record  of  these  instances  is  kept  in 
books,  which  are    very  ancient,  and  written   by  authors  so 
credible,  that  no  man  questions  the  truth  of  these  ini^ances : 
now  I  grant  that  we  are  told  by  the  words  delivered  by  our 
forefathers,  that  these'  books  were  written  by  such  men  ;  but 
then,  it  may  be,  our  forefathers  though  they  kept  the  books 
safe,  yet  knew  not  what  was  written  in  them ;  and  if  all  the 
contents  of  the  books  had  been  left  only  to  rely  upon  the 
living  sense  in  their  hearts,  and  the  hearts  of  their  posterity, 
we  should  have  had  but  few  books,  and  few  instances  of  the 
failing  of  tradition,  only  one  great  one  would  have  been  left, 
that  is,  the  losing  of  almost  all:    that  that  is  now  recorded 
would  have  been  a  fatal   sign,  that  tradition^s  fail  was  the 
cause  of  so  sad  a  loss.     It  is  well^  tradition  hath  helped  us 
to  the  dead  characters ;  they  bear  their  living  sense  so  within 
themselves,  that  it  is  quickly  understood  when  liviqg  men 
come  to  read  them.     But  now  I  demand  of  J.  S.  whether  or 
no  historical  certainty  relies  only  on  certain  and  indefectible 
tradition  ?     If  it  does  not,  then  a  man  may  be  certain  enough 
of  the  sacred  history,  though  there  be  no  certain  oral  tra- 
dition ^^  built  on  living  sense  in  men's  hearts,  delivered  from 
age  to  age.**'     If  he  does,  then  I  must  ask  whether  J.  S.  does 
believe  Tacitus ;  or  that  there  Was  such  a  man  as  Agricola,  or 
that  the  senate  decreed  that  Nero  should  be  punished  ^  inore 
majorum.'     If  he  does  believe  these  stories,  and  these  per- 
sons, then  he  must  also  conclude  that  there  is  an  oral  inde- 
fectible tradition  that  Tacitus  wrote  this  book,  and  that  every 
thing  in  that  book  was  written  by  him,  and  it  remains  at  this 
day  as  it  was  at  first,  and  that  all  this  was  not  conveyed  by 
dead  and  unsensed    characters,'  but   by  living  sense  in  pur 
hearts.     But  now  it  will  be  very  hard  for  any  man  to  say, 
that  there  is   such  an  infallible  tradition  delivering  all  that 
Roman  story  which  we    believe  to  be  true.    No  man  pre- 
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tends  that  there  is;  and  therefore,  1.  History  may  be  relied 
on  without  a  certain  indefectible  oral    tradition.     And    9. 
The  tradition  that  ccmsigns  history  to  after-ages  may  be,  and 
is  so  most  commonly,  nothing  but  of  a  fame  that  such  a  book 
was  written  by  such  a. famous  person  who  lived  in  that  age, 
and  might  know  the  truth  of  what  he  wrote,  and  had  no* 
reason  to  lie,  but  was  in  all  regards  a  very  worthy  and  a  cre- 
dible person.     Now  here  is  as  much  certainty  as  need  to  be ; 
the  thing  itself  will  bear  no  more ;  and  almost  all  human 
affiiirs  are  transacted  by  such  an  economy  as  this;  and  there- 
fore, it  is  certain  enough,  and  is  so  esteemed^  because  it  does 
all  its  intentions,    and  loses  no  advantage,    and  persuades 
effectually,  and  regularly  engages   to   all  those  actions  and 
events,  which  history  could  do,  if  the  certainty  were  much 
greater.     For   tl^e    certainty  of  persuasion,    and    prevailing 
upon  the  greatest  parts  of  mankind,  may   be  as  great  by 
history,  wisely  and  with  great  probability  transmitted,  as  it 
can  be  by  any  imaginary  certainty  of  a  tradition  that  any 
r  dreamer  can  dream  of.     Nay,  it  may  be  equal  to  a  demon- 
stration ;  I  mean,  as  to  the  certainty  of  prevailing  :  for  a  little 
reason  to  a  little  understanding  as  certainly  prevails,  as  a 
greater  to  a  deep  and  inquisitive  understanding ;  and  man-- 
kind  does  not  need  demonstrations  in   any  case,  but   where 
reason  is  puzzled  with  an  ^  sequilibrium,^  and  that  there  be 
great   probabilities  *  hinc  inde.^     And,    therefore,   in  these 
cases  where  is  a  probability  on  one  side,  and  no  appearahce 
of  reason  to  the  contrary,  that  probability  does  the  work  of 
a  demonstration.     ^'  For  a  reason  to  believe  a  thing,  and  no 
reason  to  disbelieve  it,  is  as  proper  a  way  to  persuade  and  to 
lead  to  action  as  that  which  is  demonstrated.'^    And  this  is 
the   case,  of  history,  and  of  instances ;   which  though   they 
cannot  (no  not  by  an  oral  tradition)  be  so  certain,  as  that  the 
thing  could  not  possibly  have  been  otherwise;    yet  when 
there  is  no  sufficient  cause  of  suspicion  of  fraud  and  impose 
ture,  and  great  reason  from  any   topic  to  believe    that  it 
is  true,  he  is  a  very  fool  that  will  forbear  to  act  upon  that 
account,  only  because  it  is  possible  that  that  instance  mighi 
have  been  not  true,  though  he  have  no  reason  to   tliink  it 
false.     And  yet  this  foolish  sophism  runs  mightily  along 
in  J.  S.'s  demonstrations,  he  cannot  for  his  life  distinguish 
between  credible  and  infallible;  nothing  by  him  can  make 
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ibith  up}es3  it  ilmii0n8tr&t9;  that  is,  nothing  can  i»ttke  laMi 
|}Ut  that  whiob  do^royg  it,  by  tusniiig  it  uito  scioioe. 

}Ii9  lasit  argum^^t  for  his  Saoond  Vf&j  of  mining  ia  &&  like 
th0  other,  tl^t  it  13  tha  worse  ^  it :  ^  Since  TCasens  are 
fetched  from  the  nature  of  thiqgs,  and  the  best  Qatuve  in  what 
it  is  (abstracting  from  disease  and  mednesa)  unakeraUe,  Is  the 
ground  of  the  human  pait  of  Christian  tradidoii,  and  meet  in- 
^mparaUe  strength  is  superadded  to  it  as  it  is  Chi4slian,  by 
the  eupematural  assistances  o£  the  Holy  Ghost  :^t  is  a  wild 
(xmmt  to  think  any  piaoe  of  nature  or  discourse  built  en  it 
pan  be  hdd  certain,  if  traditbn  (especially  Christian  tradidon) 
may  be  held  uncer^in.^^ 

In  this  jai^gon,*— for  I  know  not  wliat  else  io  call  it,— 
there  toe  a  pretty  company  of  nothings  put  together;  that 
^ideed  they  ave  ^^  ink  varied  in  dn^ers  figures,  and  unsensed 
characters/'  they  a?e  nothing  else.  For  1.  It  is  felse  that 
all  ^<  reason  '^  (for  so  he  must  mean,  if  he  would  speak  to  any 
purpose)  M  is  fetched  from  the  natures  of  things  ;'*  some  rely 
upon  concessions  and  presuppositions  only;  some  upon  the 
state  of  exterior  affairs,  and  introduced  econopales,  or  acci- 
dental mesnage  of  things,  some  upon  presumptions,  and 
some  even  upon  the  weakn^ses  of  men,  upon  contingencies^ 
and  some  which  pretend  to  b^  reasons  rely  upon  fklse  grounds, 
and  such  are  J.  S.^s  demonstrations. 

But  suppose  they  did,  as  indeed  the  best  reasons  do, 
what  then  ?  Why  then,  the  ^  best  nature,*^  that  is,  f  suppose 
he  means  (the  human)  **  unalterable  (abstracting  from  dis- 
ease and  madness)  is  the  ground  of  tjie  humgji  part  of 
Christian  tradition.'^  This  proposition  hath  in  it  something; 
that  is  fklse,  and  something  that  is  to  no  pqypose.  That 
which  is  false  is,  that  ^  the  nature  of  man,  unless  he  be  mad 
or  diseased  in  his  brain,  is^  unalterable.'* — As  if  men  could 
not^be  changed  by  interest  or  ambition,  pride  or  prejudice, 
by  i^eakness  and  false  apostles,  mistake  or  negligence.  And 
by  any  of  these  a  man,  that  naturally  hath  faculties  to  under- 
stand, and  capacity  of  learning  and  speaking  truth,  may  be 
so  changed,  that  he  is  very  alterable  from  good  to  bad,  from 
wise  to  foolish,  from  the  knowledge  of  the  truth  to  believe  a 
lie,  and  be  transported  by  illusions  of  the  devil :  everymaD 
naturally  loves  knowledge,  that  is  his  nature ;  and  it  is  the 
best  nature ;  but  yet  it  is  so  alterable,  that  some  men  who 
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from  the  principles  of  this  best  nature  are  willing  to  learn, 
and  they  ^  are  ever  learning,'  yet  they  are  so  ^  altered^^  that 
'  they  never  come  to  the  knowledge  of  truth.^ 

Bat  mqiposklig  Aat  this  best  natitr^  is  the  ground  of  the 
faHinaii  par#  of  tradktoD,  yet  it  4»  sot  th^  ground  of  the 
human^  part  ef  tvadltion,  as  it  ie  tmalteimbk ;  but  ma  it  haA  a 
defeeme  understan^ng,  and  a  free  and  a  diangeaUe  will^ 
and  famtnneMible  weakneseee,  f(»>  th^Me  ate  so  in  this  beet 
notare^  that  it  can  nei^r  be  withe«t  dkeM.     And,  therefettv 
because  this  gtound  may  be  ttfpperyy  tln^nr  wiD  be  no  ^  Bom 
Footing  ^*  here ;  especiidly  since  H  ia  but  the  ground  of  the 
human  part  of  tmditicHi;  fot  wMeh  caiise  if  can  be  no  more 
ground  of  truth  In  reli^on,  Aam  Ae  Soman  story,  dNHi 
Plutarch  or  Liry  is  of  infallfble>  Indefcetible  tmth  in  vistotfi 
and,  th^refcve,  J-  8.  does  very  irisely  add  t»  this,  <'  The  hu 
eomparaUe  stroDgAa  of  the  0U|Mniat«Eal  aaHstaaces  of  the 
Holy  6host«''     But  theso  alone  oatt  bc^  snfBcieikt,  if  they 
eouM  be  proved  to  be  gtven  infiiffiUy,,  absolutely,  and  with^ 
oat  the  aherhi^  condition  of  oar  makfaig  right  use  of  them, 
^thcmt  gfievtng  the  Holy  Spizit )  of  whltfh  because  there  is 
no|npomise,  and  no  experienee^  it  ie  no  wild  ooneeit  to  think 
iraditicm  may  be  uncaftainj  and  yet  our  discourses  in  leligimi 
by  otiieit  prbieiples  be  obtain  enoii^.     But  now  I  perceii^ 
that  J.  S.  hr  no  such  implaeaible  maHy  fer  aB  the  seeming 
fiereemess  of  his  persuanon  in  hSs  new  mode  ot  oral  tret* 
dition,  but  tiiat  in  time  he  may  be  reduced  to  the  otd  way  t^ 
this  dtureh ;  and  ground  (as  he  deee  mainly  here)  her  i»fiit« 
WbUky  not  upon  new  demonatratipns  taken  hem  the  nature 
of  dimgs,  but  upon  the  continual  ^^  assfetances  and  helps  of 
the  only  infalMble  j^wvk  ef  6od.^    That  indeed  is  a  wtty 
posflS»le,  if  it  were  to  be  had ;  boC  tkiv  new  way  hath  neither 
sense  bop  reason  s  and,  thereHqre^  in  tMs  place  he  wiseiy  pots 
the  gieatest  stfem  upcm  the  ofh^r    I  should  have  proceeded 
a  Kttle  fmUher,  if  I  could  have  underelood  what  J^  8.  meaner 
by  *<  a^  piece  df  nature  bmll  on  6»adilion  ;^*  and  if  he  had 
not  hese  put  in  the  plnrase  of  a  *  wild  conceit,^  I  should  have 
wanted  a  name  for  it ;  but  because  it  m  no  other,  I  shall  now 
let  it  akme^  and  dig  in«o  the  other  mines,  and  see  if  they  be 
mmre  dang^ons  than  ftese  bugbew:^ 
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The  Third  Way. 

TflE  Third  Way  I  must  needs  say  is  a  fine  one.    He  ofiers  to 
prove  my  Dissuasive  to  be  no  dissuasive,  no,  nor  can  it  be 
a  dissuasive.     And  why  P  because  ^^  to  dissuade,  is  to  unfix 
the  understanding  from  what  it  held  before ;  which  includes 
to  make  it  hold  or.  assent,  that  what  it  held  before  certain,  is 
false  or  at  least  .uncertain.^^     And  here  before  I  proceed 
further,  it  is  fit  we  acknowledge,  that  we  owe  to  J.  S.  the 
iiotice  of  these  two  mysteries.    1<  What  is  meant  by  dis* 
suading,  and  that  it  is   ^^  making  a  man  to  change  his  ppU 
nion,  and  unfixing  of  his  mind  C^    And  the  second,  that  this 
unfixing  the  mind  makes  the  mind  to  ^  ^lake,    or  to  be 
changed,  to  be  uncertain,  or  to  think  the  proposition  fit  to 
be.held :'  we  being  thus  instructed  in  these  grounds  of  some 
new  designed  demonstration,   may  the  surer   proceed:    for 
wisely  he  adds  a  conjecture,  that  surely  by  my   Dissuasive 
from  Pop^,  I  intend  ^to  oblige  men  to  assent  to.  the. con- 
trary.'-   I  do  believe  indeed  I  did ;  but  my  first  aim  was  to 
dissuade,  that  is,  to  unfix  them,  and  afterwards  to  establish 
them  in  the  contrary.     Well !  thus  far  we  are  agreed ;  but 
for  je£L  this,  ^*  The  thing  I  intend  cannot  be. done  by  me;  I 
cannot  dissuade ;  because  I  have  no  peculiar  method  of  my 
own;"  b\it  I  use.  those  means  which   others  use   to  prove 
errors  by,  and  if  the  way  I .  take,  be  common  to  truth  and 
error,  it  is  good  for  nothing,  error  shall  pretend  to  it  as  well 
as  truth ;  I  must  have  a  '^  particularity  of  method  above  what 
is  in  others.^^     Now  this  is  strange,   that  I  should  be  so 
severely  dealt. with;  why  is  more  required  of  me  than  of 
others?  I  take  the  same  way  that,  the  writers,  of ^ books  of 
controversy  used  to  take;  I  quote   Scriptures,  and  fathers, 
And  histories,  and  instance^,  and  I  use  reason  as  well  as  I 
can:   I. find  that  Bellarmine.  and  Baronius,  Cardinal  Perron 
and  Gregory  de  Valentia,   Stapleton   and  Hart,    Chnmpian 
and  Reynolds,  use  the  same  dull  way  as  I  do ;  and  yet  they 
hope  to  persuade    and   dissuade   according  to  the  subject 
imatter,  and  why  my  penny  should  not  be  as  good  silver 
as  theirs  I  know  not ;  but  I  hope  I  shall  know  by  and  by, 
why,  the  true  reason  why  I  cannot  dissuade,  and  that  "  I 
miscall   my  book  ^  a  Dissuasive  ^  is,    because    the    method 
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which  I  take  is  common  to  those  discourses,  which  have 
in  them  power  to  satisfy  the  understanding,  and  those  who 
have  no  such  power.''  But  herein  is  a  wonderful  thing,  ray 
book  caniiot  dissuade ;  because  I  take  a  way  which  is  taken 
in  discourses  which  can  satisfy  the  understanding.  For  if 
some  discourses  proceeding  my  way  can  satisfy  the  under-' 
standing,  as  J.  S.  here  confesses,  then  it  is  to  be  hoped,  so 
may  mine ;  at  least  there  is  nothing  in  my  method  to  hinder 
it,  but  it  may :  yea,  but  this  method  is  also  used  in  dis^ 
courses  which  have  no  such  power:  well!  and  what  then? 
Is  not,  therefore^  my  method  as  good  a  method  as  can  be, 
when  it  is  the  method  that  all  men  use ;  they  that  .  can 
satisfy  the  understanding,  and  they  that  cannot.  And  is 
there  any  thing  more  ignorant  than  to  think  a  method,*  or 
way  of  proof  is  nought,  because  some  men  use  it  to  good 
purposes,  and  some  to  bid?  And  is  light  not  a  glorious 
covering,  because  the  evil  spirit  sometimes  puts  it  on  ?  *'  Was 
not  our  Saviour's  way  of  confuting  the  devil  by  Scripture 
very  good,  because  the  devil  used  the  same  way,  and  so  it 
was  a  "  way  common  to  discourses,  that  have  in  them  the 
power  to  satisfy  the  understanding,  and  those  which  have  no 
such  power." — Titius  is  siied  by  Sempronius  for  a  farm  which 
he'  had  long  possessed,  and  to  which  Titius  proves  his  title 
by  indubitable  records,  and  laws,  and  patents.  Sempronius 
pretends  to  do  so  too;  and  tells  the  judge  that  he  ought  not 
to  regard  any  proof  of  Titius's  offering,  because  he  goes 
upon  grounds  which  himself  also  goes  upon ;  and  so  they 
are  not  apt  to  be  a  ground  of  determining  any  thing,  because 
they  are  common  to  both  sides.  The  judge  smiles  and 
inquires  who  hath  most  right  to  the  pretended  grounds,  but 
approves  the  method  of  proceeding,  because  it  is  common  to 
the  contrary  pretenders:  and  this  is  so  far  from  being  an 
argument  against  my  method,  that  in  the  world  nothing  can 
be  said  greater  in  allowance  of  it;  even  because  I  proved 
upoii  principles  allowed  by  both  sides,  that  is,  I  dispute 
upon  principles,  upon  which  we  are  agreed  to  put  the  cause 
to  trial.  Did  the  primitive  fathers  refuse  to  be  judged  by, 
or  to  argue  from  Scriptures,  because  the  heretics  did  argue 
from  thence  too?  Did  not  the  fathers  take  from  them  their 
armour  in  which  they  trusted?  And  did  not  David  strike 
with  the  sword  of  Goliath,  because  that  was  the   sword. 
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which  bis  enemy  hud  vised  P    David  proved  thai  WBff  apt  to 
prersal  by  cutting  off  the  giant'd  head*    But  what  particu* 
larity  of  method  would  J»S<  have  me  to  u«ep  diall  I  ustf 
tea&on  ?    To  thai  all  the  wpAd  pre^mlds,  tmd  it  is  the  sWord 
that  tuts  on  both  aidwr  <^  i^  i*  used  in  diMourMa  that  wo^ 
aad  that  cannot  satiafyi     ShaiJl  I  use  the  Scri^stDrea?  in  that 
J*  3.  is  pleased  Co  toy>  Ifae  ^uAkens  outdo  me.    Shall  I  use 
the  fathers  ?     The  Sm^ctynliluana  bring  fathers  against  epis- 
ccqpaoy.     What  ahaH  I  iHii^  P     I  kaaw  not  what  yet,  but  it 
ought  to  be  something  veiy  pactictilar ;   that  ia  cartaan.    Shall 
I  then  bring  tradition  i   will  oral  traditioa  do  it  ?  I  hope  J*  S* 
will,  for  his  own  and  hia  thi^  ^  four  frirads*  atike,  like  dilil 
way*    But  if  I  should  take  Iti  J.  S»  might  very  justly  siiy, 
that  I  take  a  method  that  is  ooiamon  to  thoso  disocnu'ses, 
which  have  in  them  pow^  to  satiify  the  underatanduigi  and 
those  which  have  n^*  slich  powetc   whether  this  method  ia 
used  6r  no  in  disooumlea  satisfaDtory^  let  J.  S«  speak;  but  I 
am  sure  it  is  used  of  late  in  some  disoourses,  which  are  not 
satisfactory,  and  the  name  of  cHie  i^  theiA  is  ^^  Sure  Footing*^^ 
And  do  not  the  Greeka  pretend  tradition  against  the  Horaan 
doctrine  of  purgatory,  the  prooession  of  the  Holy  Ghosty  the 
supremacy  of  the  bishop  of  Rome  ?  whether  right  cmt  wrong 
I  inquire  not  bere»  but  that  they  do  so  is  evident  $  and,  there- 
fore,  neither  is  it  lawful  for  me  to  proceed  tlus  way^  ov  even 
then  to  call  my  book  ^  A  Dissuasive,'— *<^  For  it  is  plain  to 
common  sense,  that  it  can  have  in  it  no  power  of  moving  the 
understanding  one  way  or  other^  unless  there  be  some  par- 
ticularity in  the  method  above  what  ia  in  others  C  vhieh  it 
is  certain  can  never  be,   because  there  is  no  method,  but 
some  or  other  have  already  taken  itt    And,  therefoife^  I  per^ 
ceive  phunly,  my  book  is  not  any  more  to  be  called  a  Dis- 
suasive, till  I  can  find  out  some  new  way  and  method*  which 
as  yet  was  never  used  in  Christefiddm*    And,  indeed,  I  am 
to  account  myself  the  mon$  nnsuoeessful  in  my  well  meant 
endeavours,  because  J.  &  tells  us  <  that  he  sees'  plainly,  that, 
in  the  pursuit  of  truth,  /  method  is  in  a  manner  alt;'  J.  S. 
hath  a  method  new  enough,  not  so  old  as  Mr.  White,  and 
he  desires  me  to  get  such  another ;   but  ^^  nobis  non  licet 
esse  tarn  beatis ;''  and  I  am  the  less  troubled  for  it,  because 
J.  S.'s  method  is  *  new,'  but  iwt  *  right,'  und  I  p»ove  it  fix»n 
an  argument  of  hb  own;,  '^  For,''  saitb  he^  <^  it  is  impOsaible 
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tttiy  ionlttDyersy  should  hover  lopg  in  debate,  if  a  right 
tsiethoA  irf  cdtiduding  evi&ntly  irete  carefully  taken,  and 
fidthfiilly  hfeld  to.*'  Now  because  I  see  that  J.  S.'^s  method, 
Of  ne#  way,  hath  made  a  new  eontrotersy,  but  hath  ended 
nolle^-^btit  i^hat  Was  before,  and  what  is  now  is  as  likely  as 
evef*,  stiM  '  to  boter  in  debate;'  J«  S.  must  needs  conclude, 
that  dther  he  hath  not  faithfully  hdd  to  it,  dr  his  way  is  good 
ibt  notoan^i 

Other  things  he  iteys  here,  whidi  though  they  be  rude  and 
vam^iij  yet  because  he  repeaXs  them  in  his  Sixth  Way,  I  shall 
there  consider  them  altogetheir,  if  I  find  cattse« 

the  Fourth  Way. 

This  fourth  mine  hath,  as  good  luok  would  have  it,  nothing 
of  demonstration,  nor  is  his  reason  founded  upon  the  nature 
of  the  thing,  as  before  he  boasted,  but  only  <  ad  hominem*' 
Bu^  such  ad  it  il^  it  must  be  ooosidered.  The  argument  is 
this,  ^^  Thai  though  I  produce  testimony  from  fathers,  yet  I 
do  not  allow  th^n  to  be  infallible,  nor  yet  myself  in  inter*, 
preting  Seril^tute;  nor  yet  do  I,  with  any  infallible  certainty, 
see  any  preposition  I  go  about  to  deduce  by  reason,  to  be 
necessarily  eonsequent  to  any  first  or  self-evident  principle, 
and  tb^efor^  I  am  certain  of  tiothing  I  allege  in  iny  whole 
book.''  The  fmm  is  this,  ^  No  man  is  c^tain  of  any  ihin^ 
unless  he  be  infallible.'  I  confess  I  am  not  infallible^  and 
yet  I  am  certain  this  must  be  his  meaning,  or  else  his  words 
bare  no  sen^e ;  and  if  I  say  true  in  this,  then  fallibility  and 
certainty  lire  not  sueh  Incompossible  and  inconsistent  things. 
But  what  does  J.  S.  think  of  himself?  is  he  infallible?  I  do 
not  well  know  \irhat  he  will  answer,  for  he  seems  to  be  very 
near  it^  if  We  may  guess  by  the  glarious  opinion  he  hath  of 
himself;  biit  I  will  suppose  him  more  modest  than  to  think 
he  is,  and  ycft  h6  tafts  hi  that  rate,  as  if  his  arguments  were 
demonstrations,  ahd  his  opinions  certainties.  Snpfxjse  his 
grounds  he  goes  upon  are  as  true^  as  I  kriow  they  are  false ; 
yet  is  he  infallible  in  his  reasoning,  and  deducing  from  those 
principles  such  feat  conclusions^  as  he  offers  to  obtrude  upoii 
the  world?  If  his  reason  be  infallible,  so,  it  may  be,  mine  is 
for  aught  I  know,  but  I  never  thought  it  so  yet ;  and  yet  I 
know  no  reason  to  the  contrary ;  but  it  is  as  infallible  as 
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his :  but  if  his  be  not,  it  may  be  all  that  he  si^s  ts  false ;  at 
least  he  is  not  sure  any  thing  of  it  is  true ;  and  then  he  may 
make  use  of  his  own  ridiculous  speech  be^  made  for  me, 
*^  I  know  not  certainly  that  any  thing  I  say  against  your 
religion  is  triie,  &c.''  All  the  men  tell  us  that  Cardinal  Ghigi 
is  now  pope,  are  fallible^  they  may  be  decdved,  and  they  may 
deceive ;  and  yet  I  suppose  Mr.  White,  though  he  also  be 
fallible,  is  sufficiently  certain  he  is  so ;  and  if  he  did  make  any 
doubt,  if  he  would  sail  to  Italy,  he  would  be  infallifaiy  assured 
of  it  by  the  executioners  of  the  pope's  censures,  who  yet  are  as 
fallible  as  any  the  officers  of  Montfalcon. 

But  J.  S.  however  says,  I  ought. to  confess  that  I  ought 
not  to  dissuade  from  any  thing,  "  in  case  neither  the  fathers 
nor  myself  be  infalHble  in  any  saying  or  proof  of  theirs." 
Por  the  infallibility  of  the  fathers,  I  shall  have  a  more  con- 
venient time  to  consider  it  under  his  Eighth  Way.  But  now 
•I  am  to  consider  his  reason  for  this  pretty  saying,  which  he 
says,  ^  he  evinces  thus :' — "  Since  to  be  infsJlible  in  none^  '  hie 
et  nunc,'  (taking  in  the  whole  complexion  of  asastihg  cir- 
cumstances) is  the  same  as  to  be  ^  hie  et  nunc,'  fallible  in  all 
or  each ;  and  if  they  be  fadlible,  or  may  be  deceived  in  each, 
they  can  be  sure  of  none,  it  follows  that  who  professes  the 
fathets  and  himself  (though  using  all  the  means  he  can  to 
secure  him  from  error)  fallible  in  each,  must,  if  he  will  speak 
out  like  an  honest  man,  confess  he  is  sure  of  none."  This 
is  the  evident  demonstration,  and  indeed  there  are  in  it  some 
things  evidently  de;aionstrative.  The  first  is,'  that  to  be  in- 
fallible in  none,  is  the  same  as  to  be  fallible  in  all.  Indeed  I 
must  needs  say,  that  he  says  true  and  learnedly,  and  it  being 
a  self-evident  principle,  he  might,  according  to  his  custom, 
have  afforded  demonstrations  enough  for  this;  but  I  shall 
take  it  upon  his  own  word  at  this  time,  and  allow  him. the 
honour  of  first  communicating  this  secret  to  the  ignorant 
world;  that  <  he  that  is  not  infallible,  is  fallible.'  .  Another 
deep  note  we  have  here ;  his  words  laid  plain,  without  their 
parentheses,  can  best  declare  the  mystery ;  **  If  they  be  in- 
fallible, or  may  be  deceived  in  each,  they  can  be  sure  of 
none ;  it  follows  that  they  that  profess  they  are  fallible  in 
each,  must  confess  they  are  sure  of  none.''    If  J.  S.  always 
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writes  thus  subtilely,  no  man  will  ever  be  able  to  resist  him : 
for  indeed  this  is  a  demonstration^  and  therefore .  we  hope  it 
may  be  <  seternsB  veritatis,^  for  it  relies  upon  this  first  and 
self-evident  principle,  ^  idem  per  idem  semper  facit  idem.^ 
Now  having  well  learned  these  two  deep  notes  out  of  the 
school,  and  deep  discourses  of  J.  S.,  let  us  see  what  the  man 
would  be  at  for  himself :  and  though  we  find  it  in  his  paren- 
theses only,  yet  they  could  not  be  left  out,  and  sense  be  entire 
without  them. 

When  he  talks  of  being  infallible,  if  the  notion  be  ^plied 
to  his  church,   then  he  means  an  infallibility,   antecedent,  • 
absolute,  unconditionate,   such  as  will  not  permit  the  church 
ever  to  err.     And  because  he  thinks  such  an  infallibility  to 
be  necessary,  for  the  settling  the  doubting  minds  of.  men ;  he 
affirms  roundly,  if  ^  infallibility  be  denied,  then  no  man  can 
be  sure  of  any  thing.' — ^Bnt  then  when  he  comes  to  consider 
the  particulars,  and  cannot  but  see,  a  man  may  be  certain  of 
some  things,    though   he    have   not   that    antecedent  infal- 
libility,  that  quality  and  permaneiit  grace;  yet  because  he 
will  not  have  his  dear  notion  lost,  that  *  infallibility  and  cer- 
tainty live  and  die  together,^  he  hath  now  secretly  put  in  a 
changeling  in  the  [place  of  the  first,  and  hath  exoqgitated  an 
infallibility  ^  consequent,  conditionate,  circumstantiate,'  which 
he  calls  /  hie  et  nunc,^  ^  taking  in  the  whole  complexion  of 
assisting  circumstances;'  now  because  the  first  is  denied  by 
us  to  be  in  any  man  or  company  of  men,  and  he  perceives, 
that  to  be  uncertain  in  every  thing,  will  not  be  consequent 
tothe    want   of   this  first  sort,  he  secretly   slides  into  the 
second,  and  makes  his  consequent  to  rely  upon  this  deceit- 
fully. .  And  if  the  argument  be  put  into  intelligible  terms, 
it  runs  thus :  If  when  a  whole  complexion  of  assisting  cir- 
cumstances are  present;    that  is,  a  proposition  truly  re[Mre« 
sented,  apt  to  be  understood,  necessary  to  be  learned,  and 
attended  to  by  a  person  desirous  to  learn,  when  it  is  taught 
by  sufficient  authority,  or  proved  by  evidence,  or  confirmed 
by   reason;  when  a  man  hath  his  eyes  and  his  wits  about 
him,  and  is  sincerely  desirous  of  truth,  and  to  that  purpose, 
himself  considers,  and  he  confers  with  others  and  prays  to 
God ;  and  the  thing  itself  is  also  plain  and  easy ;  then  if  a 
man  can  be  deceived,  he  is  sure  of  nothing ;  and  this  is  *  in- 
fallibility hie  et  nunc.'*    But  this  is  not  that  which  he  and 


@98  THB   INTEODUGTION. 

bid  plittl6§  contehd  to  be  seated  in  his  tWch;  ti)t  siich  a 
6ne  M  this  we  allow  to  her,  tf  feRe  does  hel*  duty,  if  she 
^f flbyd  to  God,  If  she  considers  as  well  as  she  can,  and  be  no 
way  tr^spoi'ted  with    interest  or  partiality;    dieft    in   such 
propasitlWis   Which   God    hath   adopted   into  thfe    Christian 
faith j  tod  Which  ate  plain   &nd  intended  to  h^  knoWii  and 
believed  by  aD,  there  is  no  question  but  she  is  infallible,   that 
fe,  she  iiS  secured  from  error  in  such  things.     But  then  every 
man  also  hath  a  part  of  this  infallibility.     Some  things  are  of 
th^r  envli  Mture  so  plain^  that  a  thM  is  idfallibte  in  them, 
as  a  nkufiritiay  infalliUy  Icdbw,  that  tWo  dnd  two  tii&ke  four. 
And  a  dhristiari  rflay  be  infallibly  sure  that  the  Scriptures 
itoy^  lAikt  *  JefeUs  Christ  is  the  Son  of  God,'  dnd  that « there 
idbaU  b»  al  rddUtttefbh  from  the  dead,'  kUd  '  Ihat  they  wh6 
dd  fh«  wo)fk§  ^  th&  fieihj  shall  MOt  iilherit  the  kirtgddM  of 
God  f  and  as  fallible  bb  I,  or  atiy  protestatit  Is,  yet  we  cannot 
be  deceived  in  this ;  if  it  be  made  a  question  whether  fbmi- 
datiim  be  a  thing  forbidden  in  the  KeW  Testanient,  we  are 
estate,  ftJOKl  iiif&llibly  so,  that  in  that  book  ii  is  written^  <*  flee 
i&mUMioiu^    And  infallibiliiy   «  hie  et  nunc,"^  if  that  will 
serve  J»  8**S  turn^  We  have   it  foi"  bim ;  lUid  he  caihidt  sa^, 
that  We  protesttots  affirm  that  we  are  fallible  wheti  we  do 
mir  duty,   tlfid  Wh&n  all  the  agisting*   cii-cttmisitances,   Which 
God  hafh  Blade  sufficient  tod  necessary,  are  j^i^esetit :  we  are 
lus  c^tain  ad  iiifallibility  itself,  that  among  the  ten  cofnmand- 
menfts,  one  is,  "  Thou  shalt  not  Wotship  any  graven  images  :* 
tod  toother^   "  Thou  shalt  not.  commit  adultety:^  and  s6 
ednc^ming  all  the  {^in  sayings  in  Scripture,  we  U^e  ^rtain 
that  they  cdrry  their   meailihg   on  their   foinehead,  ahd  we 
eonfiol  be  deceived,  unless  we  please  riot  to  ntdk^  use  of  all 
<  the  comptexkm  df  assistiitg  cirdiiiiistfttices.*    Aird  thii^  cef- 
tdnty  ot  eireumsHmtiate  infallibility  W6   derive  frdtri   sel& 
evideiit  pllikiples  \  such  as  this^  '<  God  is  iteV6Jr  wtotijig  tb 
them  thdt  do  the  best  they  can ;"   and  this,    "  In  mattto 
whi^b  God  recfUfres  of  Us,  If  we  fail  not  iri  what  is  on  out 
fdrti  God  win  not  faal  on  his*".     Aftd  this  infallibility  is  just . 
like  to  what  is  rfgnified by  what  God  promised  to  Joshua* ; 
*'  I  will  never  leave   thee  lior   forsake   thee,   only  be  thou 
strong  and  very  courageous,  that  thou  mayest  observe  to  do 

'  Deus  Betnmem  defleiH  nisi  prios  deserentem.  k  Josh.  i.  5. 7. 
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thai  JTbshDa  should  b^  kifkUibly  IKMdulsled  itito  the  laxid  itf 
pfotlifee,  Mid  yet  it  was  itquir^  of  him  to  h&  tsmtBg^vi^  dhd 
td  k^  fdl  thfe  Ittw  df  Mo«e»;  dnd  becaule  Jci^ila  did  sd>  th^ 
proittile  hud  <  «ft  kiflJUMtHy,  ln<5  et  HUM  :^  Md  &6  h  ts  tri  ihk 
finding  o»t  the  ti'UthB  of  Gody  sb  tftitl  dUt  Idessed  8ft¥imir  i 
**  If  y^  Idvi^  ttife,  keep  my  comttiimdtiiemh  and  I  will  ]^y  16 
the  ra^Tf  and  he  ihall  gtve  ycm  toother  Cotnfortl9'i  Ihftt 
he  ttMy  AMde  with  you  m  nfet^  tb^  Sirfri«  &f  ti'utb,  whtM 
the  W^Id  tlannoft  tedeiv«  ^^'  If  we  open  our  ^^s^  if  Wfe  Itfl^ 
tot  a  ^^eU  to  be  over  them^  if  We  inquirv  wHh  dlUgenee  And 
flitiipU^Myi  and  if  we  Uve  weU^  we  shdl  be  infalUbty  diTeeied^ 
and  npto  the  Mnie  terms  it  ig  infkllibly  cert^n  th^  #¥ery 
man  fi»«dl  be  Ui^eA.  ^*  And  the  Gospel  i§  not  hid,  but  t6 
tilem  that  6a^  lost,"*  iftiih  the  Apoi^fie ;  ^  in  whom  the  god  of 
this  wtrld  hath  blinded  the  iMAdn  of  them  Whtoh  beliete  ftot> 
ledt  the  Hght  o^  the  gloriotie  GOi^l  dt  Ch^i#l,  Who  f»  the 
image  6f  Oodj  lihould  fthhie  \into  them.^'^So  that  it  is  dertahi 
that,  in  things  neeessary^  H  man  need  not  be  deceived  unless 
he  be  wanting  to  hhnself ;  bnd  therefbre  '  hie  et  nunc^  he  h 
infbllibier  but  if  a  man  Will  My  aidde  hiis  reason,  and  Wilt  ftoi 
make  use  of  it,  if  he  restolves  to  believe  a  propositi^  itt 
defiance  of  idl  that  can  be  i^d  against  it ;  if  when  he  sees 
reason  against  his  proposition,  b^  will  eall  it  a  temptation, 
which  is  like  bdng  hardened  by  mbytes,  find  Aigi^Shg  A 
truth,  because  it  is  too  weD  proved  to  him ;  if  he  will  ttot 
trust  the!  Instrnments  of  knowledge  that  God  gives  him  5  if 
he  «eti»  hiil  ftee  ag^nst  his  re^kson,  and  think  it  meritdriOufj 
to  disirutt  hii»  setose,  and  *^  iseeing  will  not  liee,  kttd.  h^aHn^ 
he  will  not  undei'iitftDd,''  (and  all  this  is  ^very  day  (tone  in  di6 
church  of  Rome,)  fhtA  there  is^  nothing  io  certain,  but  il 
becomes  to  him  uncertain ;  and  It  is  ho  Wonder  if  he  be  gif  en 
6V(M?  to  belicYe  ft  Ue.  It  is  not  confidence  that  m^es  k  iam 
infallibly  certain  ;  fcH*  then  J.  S.  were  the  mosit  IhfSlKBle' 
person  in  the  world ;  but  the  Way  to  **  make  our  calBng  and 
election  sure,**  is  to  "  work  out  our  salvation  with  fear  arid 
trembling.*'  Modesty  is  the  way  to  knowledge ;  and  by  how 
much  more  a  man  fears  to  be  deceived,  by  so  much  the  more 
will  he  wdk  circumspectly  and  determine  warily,  and  tfeke 
dare  h^  be  not  deceived ;  but  he  that  thinks  h^  cannot  be 

iJ6}m,MA$,  16,  ir. 
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deceived^  but  that  he  is  infallible,'  as  he  is  the  more  liable  to 
error,  because  by  this  supposed  infallibility  he  is  tempted  to 
a  greater  inconsideration,  so  if  he  be  deceived,  his  recovery 
is  the  more  desperate.  And  I  desire  that  it  be  here  observed, 
that  it  is  one  thing  to  say,  ^  I  cannot  be  deceived,^  and  an- 
other to  say,  *  I  am  sure  I  am  not  deceived.''  For  the  first 
no  man  can  say ;  but  the  latter  every  wise  and  good  man 
may  say  if  he  please ;  that  every  man  is  certain  of  very  many 
things  is  evident  by  all  the  experience  of  mankind;  and  in 
many  things  this  certainty  is  equivalent  to  an -infallibility, 
that  is,  *  hie  et  nunc  :^  and  that  relies  upon  thiij  ground  (for  I 
must  be  careful  to  go  upon  grounds,  for  fear  of  J.  S.^s  dis- 
pleasure), "  Quicquid  est,  quamdiu  est,  necesse  est  esse;^ 
while  a  truth  prevails,  and  is  invested  with  the  ^  whole  com- 
plexion of  assisting  circumstances,^  it  is'an  actual  infEdlibi- 
lity,  that  is,  such  a  certainty  ^  cui  falsum  subesse  non  potest  C 
for  else  no  man  could  tell  certainly  and  infallibly,  when  he  is 
is  hungry  or  thirsty,  awake  or  weary ;  when  he  hath  committed 
a  sin  against  God,  or  when  he  hath  told  a  lie :  and  he  that 
says  a  fallible  Christian  is  not  infallibly  certain,  that  it  is  a 
good  thing  to  say  his  prayers,  and  put  his  trust  in  Grod,  and  to 
do  good  works,  knows  not  what  he  says. 

But  besides  this,  it  were  well,  if  J.  S*  would  consider 
what  kind  of  certainty  God  requires  of  us  in  our  faith ;  for 
I  hope  J.  S.  will  then  require  no  more.  Our  faith  is  not 
science,  and  yet  it  is^certainty ;  and  if  the  assent  be  according 
to  the  whole-  design  of  it,  and  eifects  all  its  purposes  and 
the  intention  of  God,  it  cannot  be  accepted,  though  the  ways 
of  begetting  that  faith  be  not  demonstrative  arguments. 
There  had  but  five  or  six  persons  seen  Christ  after  his  re- 
surrection, and  yet  he  was  pleased  to  reprove  their  unbelief, 
because  the  disciples  did  not  believe  those  few  who  said 
they  had  seen  him  alive.  Faith  is  the  foundation  of  good 
life;  and  if  a  man  believe  so  certainly  that  he  is  willing  to 
live  in  it,  and  die  for  it,  God  requires  no  more,  and  there  is 
no  need  of  more;  and  if  a  little  thing  will  not  do  that,  what 
shall  become  of  those  innumerable  multitudes  of  Christians, 
who  believe  upon  grounds  which  a  learned  man  knows  are 
very  weak,  but  yet  are  to  those  people  as  good  as  the  best, 
because  they  are  not  only  the  best  they  have,  but  •  they  are 
sufficient  to  do  their  work  for  them.  Nay,  God  is  so  good, 
and  it  is  so  necessary,  in  some  affairs^  to  proceed  so,  that  a 
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man  may  be  certain  he  does  well,  though  in  the  proposition. 

or  subject  matter,  he  be  deceived.     Is  not  a  judge  infallibly 

certain  that  he  does  his  duty,  and  proceeds  wisely,  if  he 

gives  sentence  'secundum  allegata  et    probata,'   though  he 

be  not  infalhbly   certain   that    the  witnesses  depose  truth. 

Was  not  St.  Paul  in  the  right,  and  certainly  so,  when  he 

said,  "  it  was  better  for  the  present  necessity,  if  a  virgin  did 

not  marry ;"  and  yet  he  had  no  revelation,  and  no  oral  infal« 

hble  tradition  for  it ;    ^^  this  speak  I,'^  saith  he,  '^  not  the 

Lord  ;^  and  he  did  not  talk  confidently  of  his  grounds,  but 

said  modestly,  *^  I  think  I  have  the  Spirit  of  Gk>d  ;^  and  yet 

all  Christians  believe  that  what  he  then  said  was  infallibly 

enough  true.     ^^  We  see  here  through  a  glass  darkly,^'  saith 

the  apostle,  and  yet  we. see;  and  what  we  see  we  may  be 

certain  of,  I  meaii  we  prbtestants  may;  indeed  the  papists 

may  not,  for  they  denying  what  they  say,  call  bread  a  Grod: 

so  that  they  do  not  so  much  as  see  darkly,  they  see  not  at 

all ;  or  what  is  as  bad,  they  will  not  beUeve  the  thing  to  be 

that  which  their  eyes,  and  three  senses  more  tell  them  that  it 

is.  But  it  is  a  wonder  that  they  who  dare  not  trust  their  senses, 

should  talk  of  being  infallible  in  their  argument. 

And  now  to  apply  this  to  the  charge  J.  S.  lays  on  me, 
^'  Because  I  do  not  profess  to  be  infallible,  I  am  certain  in  no- 
thing ;  and  without  an  infallible  oral  tradition,  it  is  impossible 
I  should  be  certain  of  any  thing.'^  In  answer  to  this,  I  demand 
why'  I  may  not  be  as  certain  of  what  I  know  or  believe,  as 
Mr.  White  or  J.  S.  ?  Is  the  doctrine  of  purgatory-fire  be- 
tween dea,th  and  the  day  of  judgment,  and  of  the  validity  of 
the  prayers  and  masses  said  in  the  church  of  ILome  to  the 
freeing  of  souls  from  purgatory  long  before  the  day  of  judg* 
ment,  is  this  doctrine,  I  say,  delivered  by  an  infallible  oral 
tradition,  or  no  P  If  no,  then  the  church  of  Rome  either  is 
not  certain  it  is  true,  or  else  she  is  certain  of  it  by  some  other 
way  than  such  a  tradition.  If  yea,  then  how  is  Mr.  White 
certain  that  he  speaks  true  in  his  book  ^  de  statu  animarum ;' 
where  he  teaches  that  prayers  of  the  church  do  no  good, 
and  free  no  souls  before  the  day  of  judgment,  for  he  hath  no 
oral  tradition  for  his  opinion ;  for  two  oral  traditions  cannot 
be  certain  and  infallible,  when  they  contradict  one  another ; 
and  if  the  traditions  be  not  infallible,  as  good  for  these  men 
that  they  be  none  at  all.     So  that  either  Mr.  White  cannot 
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be  eentUin  dP *  any  thing  he  iays^  by  not  lelyiiig  <n  omI  tne 
c|}tk»9  or  the  ohurohof  Rome  eaiuiot  be  certain;  aadl  there- 
finre  he  or  the  may  forbear  to  persuade  their  friends  to  any 
thing.    And  for  my  pseseiit  ^vorsaiy  Jt.  S.  who  dso  effirmay 
that  oral  tradition  of  the  present  chureh  is  the  ^rfiole  role  of 
fidth,  how  can  he  trust  hhnself  or  be  eertain  c^  any  tUng, 
ef  teach  any  things  whoa  hia  ehuieh  saya  otherwise  than  he 
says,  and  makea  tradition  to  be  but  a  part  of  the  rule  o#  ftdtib, 
as  is  to  be  seat  in  the  eouQcD  of  Tr&A  itself  in  the  first 
deoree  of  the  focnrth  session**.     So  that  in  ^kct  h&»  are  two 
rules  of  faith,  and  therefore  two  ohurehes ;  Mr«  J.  S/s  is  the 
<  traditionary^  church ;  so  oalled  froaa  relying  solely  ea  tsa^ 
dition;  the  other,  which  ^hall  we  eall^it  for  distinetieia*  sake, 
the  <  purgatorian^  church,  fimn  purgalc^t  or  if  yon  will,  the 
^  imaginary^  ehurch,   from  worshipping  images  i    and  sinee 
they  do  not  both   foUow  the  same  rule  of  faith,  the  one 
making  tradition  alone  to  be  the  ground,  the  other  not  so; 
it  wffi  Mlew  by  Mr.  J.  S.^  argument,  that  either  the  one  or 
the  otheis  misedng  the  true  ^ound  ct  fiutti,  cannot  be  certain 
ef  any  thing  that  they  say.    And  now  when  he  hath  eonsl* 
dered  these  things,  let  him  reekon  the  advantage  which  his 
^  oaithdie  $Mth  gains  by  the  opposition  fhHn  her  adversaries 
if  they  be  rightly  handted,*  as  Mr.  S.  hath  handled  them, 
and  brought  to  his  grounds.    But,  however  the  opposition 
which  I  have  now  made,  hath  its  advantages  upon  the  weak« 
ness  €i  Mr.  Whitens  grounds,  and  J.  S.'^s  demopetrations, 
yet  I  i^U,  wiUiQut  relation  to  them,  but  upon  the  account 
c^  other  grounds  which  his  wiser  and  moa^  learned  bredupen 
of  the  other  ohurch  do  lay,  make  it  a|^)ear  that  there  is 
indeed  in  the  diurch  of  R^me  no  sure  footing,  no  foundation 
of  faith  upon  which  a  man  can  with  certainty  rely,  and  say. 
Now  I  am  infalldriy  sure  that  I  am  in  the  right. 

The  Fifth  Way, 

Thk  Fifth  Way,  JT.  S.  says,  •  is  built  on  the  fourth  ;^  which 
being  proved  to-be  a  ruinous  foundaticxi,  I  have  the  lese  need 

^  Persplcieiiique  banc  vet Itatem^  et  difcipUD^ni  coBiiotri  id  libfl*  aeriptM 
ft  fine  9cripto  tmditlQiiibift«<-oiiiQ6t  Ubnos  tarn  YelevU  ^ufua^  Noti  Teataf* 
neoti,  non  tiadilioQjM^  ip6t^>  ^c.  pvi  pi^tftiiai  affecttt  ac  reverfntlE  su^picii 
et  veneratur. 
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to  treuMe  myself  about  that  which  will  fftU  of  itaetf,  but 
because  he  had  no  reason  to  tpu^  that  foundation,  for  all 
his  confidence  he  is  glad  tobiiild  his  Fifth  Way  on  the  '<  Ftth 
testants'  vahintaiy  oonoession ;  for  they,  granting  they  have 
no  demonstTation  tor  the  ground  of  their  faith,  must  say  they 
baye  only  probability.'^*  But  I  pray,  who  told  J.  S.  that  we 
grant  we  have  no  demonstration  for  the  ground  of  our  faith  f 
Did  ever  any  protestont  say,  that  there  is  no  moral  demonstra* 
tion  of  his  ftdth  ?  or  that  it  cannot  be  proved  so  certain,  so  in- 
fallible, that'/^  the  gates  of  hell  shall  never  prevail  against 
it  ?^  If  J.  8.  will  descend  so  low  as  to  look  npcm  the  book 
of  a  Protestant,  besides  many  better,  he  may  find  in  my 
Cases  of  Conscience  a  demonstration  of  Christian  religioti*| 
and  although'  it  consists  of  probabilitses,  yet  so  many,  so 
unqueistioned,  so  confessed,  so  reasonable,  so  uneontradlcted, 
pass  into  an  argument  of  as  much  certainty,  as  human  nature 
without  a  miracle  is  capable  of;  as  many  sands,  heaped  to^ 
gether,  make  a  bank  strong  enough  to  resist  the  impetuosity 
of  the  raging  sea.  But  I  have  already  shown,  upon  what 
certaindes  our  fkith  relies;  and  if  we  had  nothing  but  high 
probabilities,  it  must  needs  be  as  good  as  their  prudential 
motives;  ajid,  therefore,  I  shall  not  repeat  any  thing,  but 
pass  on,  to  consider  what  it  is  he  says  cf  our  high  pro- 
babilities, if  they  were  no  more :  **  If  there  be  probabiHties 
on  both  sides,  then  the  greatest  must  carry  it ;" — so  he 
roundly  professes ;  never  considering  that  the  latter  casuists 
of  his  church,  I  mean  those  who  wrote  since  Angelus,  Silvester, 
Cordubensis,  and  Cajetan,  do  expressly  teach  the  contrary, 
viz.,  that  of  two  probabilities,  the  less  may  be  chosen  ? 
and  that  this  is  the  common  and  more  received  opinion. 
But  since  J.  S.  is  in  the  right,  let  them  and  he  agree  it, 
as  we  do,  if  they  please.  I  hope  h^  relates  this  only  to  the 
questions  between  us,  ^nd  Rome,  and  not  to  the  Christian 
faith;  well,  but  if  the  matter  be  only  between  us,  I  am 
well  enough  content,  and  the  greater  probalnlity,  that  is, 
the  better  argument  shall  can:y  it  j  and  I  will  not  be  asking 
any  ipore  odd  questions;^  as  why  J.  S.  having  so  clearly 
deiponstrated  his  religion,  by  grounds  firm  as  the  land  of 
Delos,  pr   O^d  Brasil,  he  should  now  be  content  to  argue 
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his  cause  at  the  bar  of  probability?  Well;  but  let  us  see 
what  he  says  for  his  party :  <^  That  there  is  no  probability 
for  our  side  (says  J.  S.),  is  very  hard  to  be  said;  sioce 
the  whole  world  sees  plainly  we  still  maintain  the  field 
against  them,  nay  dare  pretend  without  fearing  an  absolute 
baffle,  which  must  needs  follow  (had  we  not  at  least  pro- 
babilities to  befriend  us),  that  our  grounds  are  evidently 
and  demonstrably  certain."  Here  J.  S.  seems  to  be  afraid 
again  of  his  probabilities,  that  he  still  runs  to  covart  under 
his  broad  shield  of  demonstration:  but  his  ^postulatum' 
here  is  indeed  very  modest:  he  seems  to  desire  us  to  allow 
that  there  are  some  probable  things  to  be  said  for  his  side, 
and  indeed  he  were  very  hard-hearted  that  should  say, 
there  are  none  at  all ;  some  probabilities  we  shall  allow, 
but  no  grounds  evidently  and  demonstratively  certain :  good 
sir^  and  yet  let  me  tell  you  this,  there  are  some  of  your 
propositions,  for  which  there  is  no  probable  reason  or  fair 
pretence  in  the  world:  nothing  that  can  handsomely  or 
ingeniously  deceive  a  man :  such  as  is  your  half-communion, 
warship  of  images,  prayers  not  understood,  and  some  others. 
And,  therefore,  you  may  be  ashamed  to  say,  you  still  main- 
tain the  field  against  us;  for  if  you  do  not,  why  do  you 
say  you  do?  But  if  you  still  maintain  the  field,  you  may 
be  more  ashamed,  for  why  will  you  stand  in  a  falsehood, 
and  then  call  yourselves  equal  combatants,  if  not  conquerors? 
But  you  may,  if  you  please,  look  after  victory ;  I  am  only  in 
the  pursuit  of  truth. 

But  to  return ;  it  seems  he  knows  my  mind  for  this,  and 
in  my  liberty  of  prophesying,  "  my  own  words,  will,  beyond 
all  confute,  evince  it,  that  they  have  probabilities,  and  those 
strong  ones  too."  But  now  (in  my  conscience)  this  was 
unkindly  done,  that  when  I  had  spoken  for  them  what  I 
could,  and  more  than  I  knew  that  they  had  ever  said  for 
themselves,  and  yet  to  save  them  harmless  from  the  iron 
hands  of  a  tyrant  and  unreasonable  power,  to  keep  them 
from  being  persecuted  for  their  errors  and  opinions,  that 
they  should  take  the  arms  I  had  lent  them  for  their  defence, 
and  throw  them  at  my  head.  But  the  best  of  it  is,  though 
J.  S.  be  unthankful,  yet  the  weapons  themselves  are  but 
wooden  daggers,  intended  only  to  represent  how  the  poor 
men  are   cozened  by  themselves,  and  that,  under  fair  and 
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fraudulent  pretences,  even  pious,  well-meaning  men,  and 
men  wise  enough  '  in  other  things,^  may  be  abused :  and 
though  what  I  said  was  but  tinsel  and  pi*etence,  imagery 
and  whipt  cream,  yet  I  could  not  be  blamed  to  use  no 
better  than  the  best  their  cause  would  bear;  yet,  if  that 
be  the  best  they  have  to  say  for  themselves,  their  proba- 
bilities will  be  soon  outbalanced  by  one  Scripture  testimony, 
urged  by  Protestants ;  and  *  Thou  shalt  not  worship  any 
graven  images,'  will  outweigh  all  the  best  and  fairest  ima- 
ginations of  their  church.  But  since  from  me  they  borrow 
their  light  armour,  which  is  not  pistol-proof, — ^from  me,  if 
they  pleast,  they  may  borrow  a  remedy  to  undeceive  them, 
and  Uiat  in  the  same  kind  and  way  of  arguing.  If  J.  S. 
please  to  read  a  letter  or  two  of  mine  to  a  gentlewoman, 
not  long  before  abused  in  her  religion  by  some  Homan 
emissaries,  there  he  shall  see  so  very  much  said  against  the 
Roman  way,  and  that  in  instances  evident  and  notorious, 
that  J.  S.  may,  if  he  please,  (he  hath  my  leave,)  put  them  in 
balance  against  one  another,  and  try  which  will  prepon- 
derate. They  are  printed  now  in  one  volume**,  and  they 
are  the  easier  compared.  But  then  J.  S.  might,  if  he  had 
pleased,  have  considered,  that  I  did  not  intend  to  make 
that  harangue  to  represent,  that  the  JRoman  religion 
had  probabilities  of  being  true,  but  probabilities  that  the 
religion  might  be  tolerated,  or  might  be  endured,  that  is, 
as  I  there  expressed  it,  whether  the  doctrines  be  commenced 
upon  design,  and  managed  with  impiety,  and  have  effects 
not  to  be  endured ;  and,  conceniing  these  things,  I  amassed 
a  heap  of  considelrations,  by  which  it  might  appear  probable, 
that  they  were  not  so  bad  as  to  be  intolerable ;  and  if  I 
was  deceived,  it  was  but  a  well-meant  error,  hereafter  they 
shall  speak  for  themselves ;  only  for  their  comfort,  this  they 
might  have  also  observed  in  that  book,  that  there  is  not 
half  so  much  excuse  for  the  papists,  as  there  is  for  the  ana- 
baptists ;  and  yet  it  was  but  an  excuse  at  the  best,  as  appears 
in  those  full  answers  I  have  given  to  all  their  arguments,  in 
the  last  edition  of  that  book,  amongst  the  polemical  discourses 
in  folio. 

»  Collecticn  of  Polemical  and  Moifal  Discourses. 
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I  shall  need  to  say  no  more  for  the  spcHling  this  mme;  for 
J.  S.  hath  not  so  much  as  pretended^  that  the  fjHrbbjabilitlefl^ 
urged  for  them,  can  outweigh  or  come  to  equal  what  is  said 
against  them ;  and  I  humbly  sui^x>se,  that  the  difficulties  will 
be  increased  by  the  following  book. 

The  Sixth  and  Se^nth  Ways. 

The  Sixth  mine  is  most  likely  at  the  worst  to  prove  but 
a  squib.  J.  S.  says,  '  I  should  have  made  a  preface,  and 
beforehand  have  proved  that  all  the  arguments  I  used,  were 
unanswerable,  and  convictive  ;**  which  indeed  were  a  pretty 
way  of  making  books ;  to  make  a  preface  to  make  good 
my  book,  and  then  my  book  cannot,  but  in  thankfulness, 
make  good  the  preface;  which,  indeed,  is  something  like 
the  way  of  the  Scriptures.  But  he  adds,  that  I  was  bound 
to  say,  **  That  they  were  never  pretended  to  be  answered, 
or  could  not,  or  that  the  protestants  had  the  last  word.'' 
But  on  the  contrary  I  acknowledge,  that  "  the  evidences  on 
both  sides  have  been  so  often  produced,  that  it  will  seem 
almost  impossible  to  bring  in  new  matter,  or  to  prevail 
with  the  old.*"  This  is  the  great  charge,  the  sum  of  which 
is  truly  this.  I  have  spoken  modestly  of  my  own  under- 
taking, and  yet  I  had  so  great  reason  tq  deplore  the 
obstinacy  of  the  Roman  priests,  their  pertinacity,  and  in- 
corrigible resolution  of  seeming  to  say  something,  when 
they  can  say  nothing  to  the  purpose,  that  I  had  cause 
to  fear  the  event  would  not  be  so  successful  as  the  merit 
of  our  cause,  and  the  energy  of  the  arguments  might 
promise.  I  confess,  I  did  not  run  as  J.  S.  does,  and  talk 
high  of  demonstrations,  and  unmistakable  grounds,  and 
scientifical  principles,  and  metaphysical  nothii^s;  but  ac- 
cording .as  my  undertaking  required,  I  proceeded  Mffon  prin- 
ciples agreed  on  both  sides.  If  Scripture  and  fathers, 
councils  and  reasons,  the  analogy  of  faith,  and  the  doctrines 
of  the  primitive  church  (from  which  I  {proved,  and  shall 
yet  more  clearly  prove,  the  church  of  Rome  ha*h  greatly 
revolted)  will  not  prevail,  I  have  done ;  I  shall  only  commit 
the  cause  to  God,  and  the  judgment  of  wise  and  good  men, 
and  so  sit  down  in  the  peace  of  my  own  persuasions,  and 
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in  a  good  oooseieiice,  that  I  hare  done  my  endeftvour  to  fiecure 
our  own  people  from  the  temptatioD,  and  to  '  snatch'  others  w$ 
brands  fimn  die  fire ! 

Only  I  wish  here,  I  had  found  a  liitk  more  wordiinefls 
in  J.  &,  than  to  make  me  speaking  that  I  have  bvoii^ 
notihJng  bat  common  objeecions,  oc  nothing  new:  I  suppose 
they  that  are  learned,  know  this  to  foe  a  calumny ;  and  by 
expeii«iee  they  and  I  find,  that  whether  the  objections  be 
new  or  old,  it  is  easier  to  rail  at  them  all,  than  answer 
any.  To  this,  as  it  is  not  needful  to  say  ^any  more,  so 
liieie  cannot  any  thing  else  well  be  said,  unless  I  should 
be  Tsin,  lake  the  man  whom  I  now  reprove,  and  go  about  to 
OQmmend  myself,  whidi  is  a  practice  I  have  ndther  reason  nor 
custom  for. 

But  the  Seventh  Way  is  yet  worse.  For  it  is  nothing 
but  a  direct  dedamatkm  agamst  my  bockf  and  the  quotations 
of  it,  and  having  made  a  ridiculous  engine  of  cordUlaries 
in  Us  ^  Sure  Footing*  against  the  quotations  in  Dr.  P.'s 
sermon,  wiAout  meaning  my  book,  for  that  came  out  a 
pretty  while  after;  he  does  like  the  twopenny  almanack 
makiers,  though  he  calculated  it  for  the  meridian  of  the  court 
sennon  (as  he  calls  it),  yet,  without  any  senile  error,  it 
may  serve  for  Ireland:  it  may  be,  J.  S.  had  an  oral  tradition^ 
for  tins  way  of  proceeding,  especially  having  foBowed  so 
authentic  a  precedent  for  it,  as  the  author  of  the  two  sermons 
called  ^  llie  primitive  rule  before  the  reformation,'  who  goes 
upon  Ae  same  infallible  and  thrifty  way,  saying,  ^<  These 
two  tracts,  as  they  are  named  sermons,  are  an  answ^  to 
Dr.  Pierce ;  but  as  they  may  better  be  styled  two  common 
places,  so  they  are  a  direct  answer  to  Dr.  Taylor.''  So  that 
here  are  two  things  which  are  sermons  and  no  sei^oKms 
as  you  please,  not  sermons,  but  common  places;  and  yet 
they  sare  not  altogether  common  places,  but  they,  in  some 
sense  are  sermons^  unless  *  sermon,^  and  *  common  fiace* 
hiq[^^  to  be  aH  one;  but  how  the  same  thing  should  be 
an  Bnsw&c  to  Dr.  P.,  as  he  ^ves  them  one  name, — and  by 
giving  them  another  name,  to  the  same  purpose  should  be 
a  direct  answer  tx>  me,  who  speak  of  other  matters,  and 
by  other  arguments,  and  to  other  purposes,  and  in  another 
manner, — I  do  liot  yet  understand.  But  I  suppose  it  be 
meant    as   in   J.  S.'s  way,  and  that  it  relies  upon  this 
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first,  and  a  self-evident  principle,  .^^  That  the  same  thing, 
when  called  by  another  name,  is  apt  to  do  new  and  wonder- 
ful things."  It  is  a  piece  of  Mr.  White's,  and  J.  S.'s  new 
metaphysips,  which  we  silly  men  have  not .  the  learning  to 
understand.  But  it  matters  not  what  they  say,  so  they 
do  but  stop  the  mouths  of  the  people,  that  call  upon  than 

•  to  say  sonvething  to  every  new  book, — ^that  they  may,  with- 
out apparent  lying,  tell  them  the  book  is  answered.  For,  ^  to 
answer  or  confute,'  means  nothing  with  them  but  ^  to  speak 
the  last  word.'. 

Well!  but  so  it  is,  J.  S.  hath  ranged  a  great  many  of 
my  quotations  under,  heads,  and  says,  ^  so  many  are  confuted 
by  die  jSrst   corollary,   and  so  many  by  the  second,  and  so 

.  on  to  the  ninth  and  tenth,  and  some  of  them  are  raw.  and 
unapplied,  some  set.  for  show,  and  some  not  home  to  the 
point,  and  some  wilfully  represented,  and  these  come  und» 
the  second  or  third  head,    and  perhiaps  of    divers   of  the 

'.  €)thers.'r — To  all  this  I  have  one  short  answer;  that  the 
quotations  which  he  reduces  under  the  first  head,  or  the 
rsecond,  or  the  third,  might,  for  aught  appears,  be  ranked 
under  any  other,  as  well  as  these ;  for  he  hath  proved  none 
to  .belong  to  any ;  but  m^sterially  points .  with  his  finger, 
and   directs  them   to.  their    several  stations   of  confutation.  ' 

Thus  he  supposes  I  am  confuted,  by  an  argument  of  his, 
next  to  that .  of  ^  Mentiris,  Bellarmine.'  And,  indeed,  in 
this  way,  it  were  easy  to  confute  Bellarmine's  three  volumes 
with  the  labour  of  three  pages'  writing.  But  this  way  was 
most  fit  to  be, taken  by  him,  who  quotes. the  fathers  by 
oral  tradition,  and  not  ocular  inspection;  however,  if  he 
had  not  particularly  considered  these  things,  he  ought  not 
(generally  to  have  condemned  them,  before  he  tried.  But 
this  was  an  old  trick,  and  noted  of  some  by  S.  CjrprianP, 
*^  Viderint  autem  qui  vel  furori  suo  vel  libidmi  servientes,  et 
divjbsi^e  legis  ac  sanctitatis  immemores,  jactitare  interim 
g^stimit  quae  probare  non  possunt,  et  cum  innocentiam 
desjtruere  atque  expugnare  non  valeant,  satis  habent  fama 
meixdadi  .et  falsorum  ore  maculas  inspergere.''  I  have  neither 
wiU  nor  leisure  to  follow  him  in  this  extravagancy ;  it  will, 
J  hope,  be  to  better  purpose,  that,  in  the  following  sections, 
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I  shall  justify  all  my  quotaticms,  against  his,  and  the 
calumnies  of  some  others;  and  press  them  and  others 
heyond  the  objections  of  the  wiser  persons  of  his  churchy 
from  whence  these  new  men  have  taken  their  answars^ 
and  made  use  of  them  to  little  purposes;  and,  therefore, 
I  shall  now  pass  over  the  par^culars  of  the  quotations,  re« 
ferring  them  to  their  places,  and  consider  if  there  be  any 
thing  more  material  in  his  Eighth  Way,  by  which  he  pretends 
to  blow  up  my  grounds  and  my  arguments,  derived  from 
reason. 

The  Eighth  Way. 

The  Eighth  Way  is  to  pick  out  the  principles  I  rely  on,  and 
to  show  their  weakness.  It  is  well  this  ei^th  way  is  a  great 
distance  off  from  his  first  way,  or  else  J.  S.  would  have.no 
excuse  for  forgetting  himself  so  palpably,  having  at  first  laid 
to  my  charge  that  I  went  upon  **  no  grounds,  no  principles.** 
But,  I  perceive,  principles  might  be  {bund  in  *<  The  Dissua-* 
sive,^'  if  the  man  had  a  mind  to  it ;  '^  nay,  main  and  fundi^ 
mental  principles,  and  self-evid^ent  "**  to  me.  And  yet  such  is 
his  ill  luck^  that  he  picks  out  such  wliich  he  himself  says  I 
do  not  call  so :  and  even  here  also  he  is  mistaken  too ;  for 
the  first  he  instances  is  '  Scripture ;'  and  this,  not  only  I,  but 
all  protestants  acknowledge  to  be  the  foundati(m  of  our 
whole  faith.  But  <^  this,  he  says,  we  shall  discourse  after- 
wards; 

The  second  principle  I  rely  upon,  at  least,  he  says  I  seem 
to  do  so,  is,  **  We  all  acknowledge  that  the  whole  church  of 
God  kept  the  faith  entire,  and  transmitted  faithfully  to  after- 
ages  the  whole  faith."  Well,  what  says  he  to  this  principle  ? 
He  says,  this  principle,  as  to  the  positive  part,  is  good,  and 
assertive  of  tradition :  it  is  so  of  the  apostolical  tradition  ;  for 
they  deUvered  the  doctrine  of  Christ  to  their  successors,  both 
by  preaching  and  by  writing.  And  what  hath  J.  S.  got  by 
this  ?  Yes,  give  him  but  leave  to  suppose  that  this  delivery 
of  the  doctrine  of  Christ  was  only  by  oral  tradition  for  the 
three  first  ages  (for  he  is  pleased  so  to  understand  the  extent 
of  the  primitive  church),  and  then  he  will  infer  "  that  the  third 
age  could  deUver  it  to  the  fourth,  and  that  to  the  fifth,  and  so 
tp  usr  if  they  were  able,  th^re  is  no  question  but  they  were 
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iirilliitg,  for  it  colKeraed  them  to  be  so,  and,  th^efiwe,  it  was 
done.^'  Though  all  this  be  not  true,  for  we  see,  by  a  aad  ex- 
perience, that  too  few  in  the  world  are  willing  to  ck>  what  it 
concerns  them  most  to  do^ — ^yet,  for  the  present^  I  grant  all 
this*  And  what  then  P  *  Thcsefare  oral  tradition  is  the  only 
rule  of  faith.'  Soft  and  f«r;-'-Hherefare  the  third  age  de« 
Uvered  it  to  the  fourtbi  and  so  on;  but  not  fdl  the  particulars 
by  oral  tradition,  but  by  the  holy  Scriptures*  as  I  shi^l  largely 
prove  in  the  premier  place.  But  to  J.  S.  the  bells  ring  no  time 
but  Whittington. 

A  third  principle  he  says  is  this,  *^  The  present  Roman 
doctrines,  which  are  in  difference,  were  invisible  and  unheard 
of  in  the  first  and  best  Antiquity.''  I  know  not  why  he  calls 
this  one  of  my  principles,  unless  all  my  pi^posidqUs  be  prui- 
dples,  as  all  his  arguments  are  demonstrati<»is^  It  .]«,  in- 
deed, a  conclusion  which  I  have  partly,  and  shall,  in  the 
sequel,  largely  make  good.  In  the  meantime^  whether  it  be 
principle  or  concluaion,  let  us  see  what  is  objected  against  it, 
or  what  use  is  made  of  it :  for  J.  S*  says  it  is  ^^  an  improved 
and  a  main  position.^^  But  then  he  tells  us,  the  reason  of  it 
is,  because  ^*  no  heretic  had  arisen  in  those  days  denying 
those  points ;  and  so  the  fathers  set  not  themselves  to  write 
expressly  for  them,  but  occasionally  only.^'  Let  us  consider 
what  this  is;  <<  No  heretic  had  arisen  in  those  days  denying 
these  points.^^-^True ;  but  many  catholics  did,  and  the 
reason  why  no  heretics  did  deny  those  things,  was,  because 
neither  catholic  nor  heretic  ever  affirmed  them.  Well  I  but 
however  <^  the  Boman  controvertiats  are  frequent  for  citing 
them  for  divers  points.'^  Certainly  not  for  making  vows  to 
saints;  not  for  the  wonbip  of  kn£^(^;  not  for  the  half 
communion  ;  for  these  they  do  not  frequently  cit^  the  fathers 
of  the  first  three  hundred  years :  it  may  be  not:— «^^. but  for 
the  ground  of  our  faith,  the  chmrch^s  Voice  of  tradition  they 
do,  to  the  utter  overthrow  of  the  protestant  cause.^^ — ^They 
do,  indeed,  sometimes  cite  something  from  them  for  tradi- 
tion ;  and  wherever  the  word  ^  tradition '  is  in  Scripture,  or 
the  primitive  fathers,  they  think  it  is  an  argument  for  than, 
just  as  the  covenanters,  in  the  late  wars,  thought  all  Scripture 
itas  their  plea,  wherever  the  word  covenant  was  named.  But 
to  how  little  purpose  they  pretaid  to  take  advantage  of  any 
of  the  primitive  fathers  speaking  of  tradition,  I  shall  en- 
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deftvour  to  make  apparent  in  an  inquiry  made  on  purpose, 
Sect.  8.  In  the  mean  time,  it  appears,  that  this  conclusion  of 
mine  was  to  rery  good  purpose,  and,  in  a  manner,  confessed 
to  be  true  in  most  instances ;  and  that  it  was  so  in  aO,  was  not 
iHtasded  by  me* 

Well !  but  however  it  might  be  in  the  three  first  ages, 
yet  he  observes  that  I  said,  that  ^^  in  the  succeeding  ages 
secular  Interest  did  more  prevail,  and  the  writings  of  the 
fathers  were  vast  and  voluminous,  and  many  things  more, 
that  both  sides,  eternally  and  inconfutably,  shall  bring  sayings 
for  themselves  respectively.*"— And  is  not  all  this  very  true  f 
He  cannot  deny  it;  but  what  then?  Why,  then  he  says, 
«  I  may  speak  out  and  say,  all  the  fathers,  after  the  first 
three  hundred  years,  are  not  worth  a  straw  in  order  to  deci- 
rfon  or  controversy ;  and  the  fathers  of  the  first  three  htm- 
dred  years  spoke  not  of  our  points  in  difference,  and  so  there 
is  a  fair  end  of  all  the  fathers,  and  of  my  own  <  Dissuasive  * 
too :  for  that  part  which  relies  on  them,  which  looks  like  the 
most  authoritative  piece  of  it:''  there  is  no  great  hurt  in 
this;  if  the  fathers  be  gone,  my  *  Dissuasive'  may  go  too: 
it  cannot  easily  go  in  better  company,  and  I  shall  take  the 
less  care  of  it,  because  I  have  J.  S.'s  word,  that  there  is  a 
part  of  it  which  relies  upon  the  fathers.  But  if  the  fathers 
be  going,  it  is  fit  we  look  after  them,  and  see  which  way 
they  go :  for  if  they  go  together,  as  in  many  things  they  do, 
they  are  of  very  good  use  in  order  to  decision  of  controversy ; 
if  they  go  several  ways,  and,  consequently,  that  controvertists 
may  *  eternally  and  irrefutably  bring  sayings  out  of  them' 
against  one  another/ — ^who  can  help  it  ?  No  man  can  follow 
them  all;  and  then  it  must  be  tried  by  some  other  topic, 
wlrich  is  best  to  follow ;  but  then  that  topic,  by  itself,  would 
have  been  sufficient  to  have  ended  the  question.  Secondly ; 
If  a  diqmter  of  this  world  pretends  to  rely  upon  the  authority 
of  the  fathers,  he  may  by  them  be  confuted  or  determined. 
The  church  of  Rome  pretends  to  this,  and,  therefore.  If  we 
perceive  the  fathers  have  condemned  doctrines,  which  they 
approte  of,  or  approve  what  they  condemn,  which,  we  say, 
in  many  articles  is  the  case  of  that  church,  then,  /  The  Dis- 
suasive' might  be  very  useful,  and  so  might  the  fathers  too, 
for  the  condemnation  of  such  doctrines,  in  which  the  Roman 
church  is,  by  that  touchstone,  found  to  blame. 
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And  whereas  J.  S.  says,  that  the  three  first  ages  of  Chris- 
tianity meddled  not  with  the  present  controversies ;  it  is  but 
partly  true,  for  although  many,  things  are,  now-apdays,  taught, 
of  which  they  never  thought,  yet  some  of  the  errors  which  we 
condemn,  were  condemned  then ;  very  few,  indeed,  by  dispu- 
tation, but  not  a  few  by  positive  sentence,  and  in  explications 
of  Scripture,  and  rational  discourses,  and  by  parity  of  case, 
and  by  catechetical  doctrines.  For  ^  rectum  est  index  sui  et 
obliqui :'  they  have,  without  thinking  of  future  controversies 
and  new  emergent  heresies,  said  enough  to  confute  many  of 
them  when  they  shall  arise.  The  great  use  of  the  fathers, 
especially  of  the  first  three  hundred  years,  is  to  tell  us  what 
was  first,  to  consign  Scripture  to  us,  to  convey  the  creed, 
with  simplicity  and  purity  to  preach  Christ^s  Grospel,  to 
declare  what  is  necessary,  and  what  not :  and  whether  they 
be  fallible  or  infallible ;  yet  if  we  find  them  telling  and  ac- 
coimting  the  integrity  of  the  Christian  faith,  and  treading 
out  the  paths  of  life ;  because  they  are  persons  whose  oon- 
vars£ition,  whose  manners  and  time  of  living,  whose  fame  and 
martyrdom,  and  the  venerable  testimony  of  after-ages,  have 
represented  to  be  very  credible, — ^we  have  great  reason  to 
believe  that  alone  to  be  the  faith,  which  they  have  described, 
and,  consequently,  that  whatever  comes  in  afterwards,  and  is 
obtruded  upon  the  world,  as  it  was  not  their  way  of  gcHng  to 
heaven,  so  it  ought  not  to  be  ours.  So  that  here  is  great  use 
of  the  fathers'  writings,  though  they  be  not  infallible,  and, 
therefore,  I  wonder  at  the  prodigious  confidence  (to  say  no 
worse)  of  J.  S.  to  dare  to  say,  that,  "  as  appears  by  the 
Dissuader,  the  protestants  neither  acknowledge  them  infal- 
lible nor  useful;  nay,  that  this  is  my  fourth  principle."  He 
that  believes  transubstantiation,  can  believe  any  thing;  and 
he  that  says  this,  dares  say  every  thing;  for  as  that  is  infi- 
nitely impossible  to  sense  and  reasc»i,  so  this  is  infinitely  false 
in  his  own  conscience  and  experience.  And  the  words, 
which,  in  a  few  lines  of  his  bold  assertion,  he  hath  quoted 
out  of  my  book,  confute  him  but  too  plainly.  "  He  tells  us," 
so  saith  J.  S.,  "  the  fathers  are  a  good  testimony  of  the  doc- 
trine delivered  from  their  forefathers  down  to  them,  of  what 
the  church  esteemed  the  way  of  salvation."  Do  not  I  also 
(though  he  is  pleased  to  take  no  notice  of  it)  say,  that 
"  although  we  acknowledge  not  the  fathers  ^  i^s  the  autl^ors 
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and  finishers  of  our  faith,'  yet  we  own  them  as  helpars  of  our 
faith,  and  heirs  of  the  doctrine  apostolical:  that  we  make 
use  of  their  testimonies  as  being  (as  things  now  stand)  to  the 
sober  and  the  moderate,  the  peaceable  and  the  wise,  the 
best,  the  most  certain,  visible,  and  tangible,  most  humble 
and  satisfactory,'  to  them  that  know  well  how  to  use  it.'^ 
Can  he,  that  says  this,  not  acknowledge  the  fathers  useful? 
I  know  not  whether  J.  S.  may  have  any  credit  as  he  is  one  of 
the  fftthers,  but  as  he  is  a  witness,  no  man  hath  reason  to 
take  his  word. 

But  to  the  thing  in  question:  Whatever  we  protestaiits 
think  or  say,  yet  J.  S.  saith,  ^^  Our  constant  and  avowed  doc- 
trine/' nieaning  of  the  church  of  Rome,  ^^  is,  that  the  testimony 
of  fathers,  speakjng  of  them  properly  as  such,  is  infallible.'^ 
If  this  be  the  avowed  doctrine  of  the  Roman  church,  then 
I  shall  prove,  that  one  of  the  avowed  doctrines  of  that  church 
is  false :  and,  secondly,  I  shall  also  prove,  that  many  of  the 
most  eminent  doctors  of  the  church  are  not  of  that  mind; 
and,  therefore,  it  is  not  the  constant  doctrine,  as,  indeed, 
amongst  them,  few  doctrines  are. 

1.  It  is  false  that  <  the  testimony  of  the  fathers,  speaking 
of  them  properly  as  such,  is  infallible.'*  For  ^'  God  only  is 
true,  and  every  man  a  liar  ;^  and  since  the  fathers  never  pre- 
tended to  be  assisted  by  a  supernatural  miraculous  aid,  or 
inspired  by  an  infallible  spirit ;  and  infallibility  is  so  far  beyond 
human  nature  and  industry,  that  the  fathers  may  be  called 
angels  much  rather  than  infalliUe ;  for  if  they  were  assisted 
by  an  infallible  spirit,  what  hinders  but  that  their  writings 
might  be  canonical  Scriptures  ?  And  if  it  be  said  they  were 
assisted  infallibly  in  some  things,  and  not  in  all,  it  is  said  to 
DO  purpose ;  for  unless  it  be  infisillibly  known  where  the  in- 
fallibility resides,  and  what  is  so  certain  as  it  cannot  be  mis- 
taken, every  man  must  tread  fearfully,  for  he  is  sure  the  ice , 
is  broken  in  many  places,  and  he  knows  not  where  it  will 
hold.  It  is  certain  St.  Austin  did  not  think  the  fathers 
before  him  to  be  infallible,  when  it  is  plain  that  in  many  doc- 
trines, as  in  the  damnation  of  infants  dying  unbaptized,  and 
especially  in  questions  occurring  in  the  disputes  against  the 
Pelagians  about  free-will  and  predestination,  without  scruple 
he  rejected  the  doctrines  of  his  predecessors.    And  when,  in 
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a  question  between  hiiDself  and  St.  Jerome,  about  St.  Pet^r 
and  the  second  chapter  to  the  GaJatians,  he  was  pressed  with 
the  authority  of  six,  or  seven  Greek  fathers,  be  rouncHy 
'answered,  that  he  gave  no  such  honour  to  any  writers  of 
books,  but  to  the  Scriptures  only,  as  to  think  them  not  to 
have  erred ;  other  authors  he  read  so  as  to  beUeve  them,  if 
they  were  proved  by  Scriptures  or  probable  reason^  Not 
because  they  thought  so,  but  because  he  thought  them 
proved.  And  he  appeals  to  St.  Jerome  4,  whether  he  were 
not  of  the  same  mind  concerning  his  own  works.  And  for 
that  St.  Jerome  hath  given  satisfaction  to  the  world,  in  divers 
places  of  his  own  writings :  ^^  I  suppose  Orig^i  is,  for  his 
learning,  to  be  read  as  Tertullian,  Novatus,  Amobius^  Apol- 
llnarius,  and  sfome  writers,  Greek  and  Latin,  that  we  choose 
out  that  which  is  good,  and  avoid  the  contrary  'J^  So  that  it 
is  evident  the  fathers  themselves  have  no  conceit  of  the  infal- 
libility of  themselves  or  others,— the  prophets  and  apostles, 
and  evangelists  only  excepted;  and,  therefore,  if  this  be  an 
avowed  doctrine  of  the  Roman  church,  there  is  no  oral 
tradition  for  it,  no  first  and  self-evident  principle  to  prove  it ; 
and  either  the  fathers  are  deceived  in  saying  they  are  fallible, 
or  they  are  not :  if  they  be  deceive^  in  saying  so,  then  that 
sufficiently  pi:oves  that  they  can  be  deceived,  and,  thearefore, 
that  they  are  not  infallible;  but  if  they  be  not  deceived  in 
saying  that  they  are  fallible,  then  it  is  certain  that  they  are 
fsJlible,  because  they  say  they  are,  and  in  saying  so  are  not 
deceived.  But  then,  if  in  this  the  fathers  are.  not  deceived, 
then  the  church  of  Home,  in  one  of  her  avowed  doctrines,  is 
deceived,  saying  otherwise  of  the  fathers  than  is  true,  and 
contrary  to  what  themselves  said  of  themselves. 

But,  S.  If  it  be  the  avowed  doctrine  of  the  church  of 
Home  (as  J.  S.  says  it  is),  yet,  I  am  sure,  it  is  not  their  con- 
stant doctrine.  Certain  it  is,  St.  Austin  was  not  infallible, 
for  he  retracted  some  things  he  had  said ;  and  in  Gratian^s 
time  neither  St.  Austin  nor  any  of  the  fath^v  were  esteemed 

4Ep.^S.  Aag.  ad  Hieron.  que  est  10.  t  inter  open  Hieion.  ST.;  etawHit 
aliifl  locis. 

fS.  Hieron.  lib.  ii.  Apolog.  conlr.  RufF. ;  epist.  62.  dd  Theoph.  Alex* 
epist.  65.  ad  Pammaoh.  et  Ocean. ;  et  epist.  76.  ad  Tranquil,  epist.  13.  ad 
PauUnum;  et  Prsliat.  in  lib.  de  Hebr.  Nomin. 
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inEdBblei  nd  diis  flppean  in  nitie  oh«ptem  ti^tber  of  the 
Bmth  distinctioD  of  Gratian^s  decree';,  bat  because  this 
truth  was'  too  plain  to  serve  the  interest  of  the  following 
ages ;  the  gloss  upon  cap.  ^  Nolo  meis,^  telk  us  plakily, 
<*  That  this  was  to  be  understood  according  to  those  times, 
when  the  works  of  St.  Austin  and  of  the  other  holy  fathers 
were  not  authentic,  but  now  all  ot  them  are  commanded  to  be 
held  to  the  last  tittle;^  and  a  marginal  note  upon  the  gloss 
says,  **  Scripta  Sanctorum  sunt  ad  unguem  observanda.'" 
So  that  here  is  a  plain  Tariety,  and  no  constant  oral  tradition 
jBmm  St.  Austin^s  time  downwards,  that  his  and  the  fathers* 
writings  were  infaUiUe ;  till  Gratian's  time  it  was  otherwise;) 
and  after  him,  till  the  gloss  was  written.  It  is,  as  Solomon 
says,  '^  There  is  a  time  for  every  thing  under  the  sun." 
There  is  a  time  in  which  the  writings  of-  the  fathers  are  au- 
thentie,  and  a  time  in  which  they  are  not :  but  then  this  is 
not  settled,  no  ccxistant  business.  Now,  I  would  fain  know, 
whether  Gratian  spake  the  sense  of  the  church  of  his  age  or 
no?  If  no,  then  the  Others  were  of  one  mind,  and  the 
church  of  his  »ge  of  a  contrary;  and  then  which  of  them 
was  in&UibleP  But  if  yea,  then  how  comes  the  present 
church  to  be  of  another  mind  now  ?  And  which  of  the  two 
ages,  that  contradict  each  other,  hath  got  the  ball  P  Which 
cf  them  carries  the  infallibility  ?  WeH,  however  it  comes  to 
pass, — yet  the  truth  is,  J.  S.  does  wrong  to  his  own  church, 
and  they  never  decreed  or  affirmed  the  fathers  to  be  infal- 
lible. And,  therefore,  the  glossator  upon  Gratian  was*  an 
ignorant  man,  and  his  gloss  ridieulotis,  '*  Ecce  quales  sunt 
decretorum  glossatores,  quibus  tanta  fides  adhibetur;"  said 
A.  k  Castro  ;~^nd  Duns  Scotus  gave  a  good  character  of 
them ;  **  Mittunt  et  r^nittunt,  et  tandem  nihil  ad  propositum.^* 
But  the  mistake  of  this  ignorant  glossator  is  apparent  to  be 
upon  the  account  of  the  words  of  Gelasius,  <  in  dist.  15. 
cap.  Sancta  Rom.  Eccl.  ;**  where,  when  he  had  reckoned 
divers  ot  the  fathers'*  writings^  wMch  the  church  receives, 
he  hath  these  words,  *<  Item  epistola  B.  Leonis  papse  ad 
Floviaaum  episoopum  Gonstantinopolitanum  destinatum,  cu- 
jus  textum  aut  unum  iota  si  quisquam  idiota  disputaverit, 
et  non  earn  in  omnibus  venerabiliter  a<)oeperit,  anathema  sit.^'-^ 

»  Dist.  9.  Decret.  cap.  Nolo  meis. 
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Noir  altboi^h  this  reaches  not  near  to  infallibility,  but  only 
to  a  '  non  disputare,'  and  a  ^  Venerabiliter  accipere,^  and  that 
by  idiots  only,  and,  therefcnre,  can  do  J.  S.  no  service;  yet 
this,  which  Gelasius  iqpeaks  of,  St.  Leo^s  epistle  to  Flavianus, 
the  glossator,  falsely  applies  to  all  the  works  of  the  fathers,' 
against  the  mind  of  the  fathers  themselves,  quoted  by 
Gratian  in  the  ninth  distinction,  and  against  the  sense  of 
Gelasius  himself,  in  that  very  chapter  which  he  refers  to  in 
the  fifteenth  distinction.  It  may  be,  J.  S.  had  not  so  much 
to  say  for  his  bold  proposition  as  this  itself  comes  to,  which 
if  he  had  ever  seen,  he  must  needs  have  seen,  in  the  same 
place,  very  much  to  the  contrary.  But  that  not  only  the 
fathers  themselves  have  taught  him  to  speak  more  modestly 
o£  them  than  he  does,  and  that  divers  leading  men  of  his 
church  have  reproved  this  foolish  affirmative  of  his,  he  may 
be  satisfied,  if  he  please  to  read  Aquinas  ^:  ^'  Auctoritatibus 
canonicse  Scripturse  utitur  sacra  doctrina  ex  necessitate  argu- 
mentando,  auctoritatibus  autem  aliorum  doctorum  ecclesiee 
quasi  arguendo  ex  propriis  sed  probabiliter.^  Now  I  know 
not  what  hopes  of  escaping  J.  S.  can  have  by  his  restrictive 
terms,  '^  the  testimony  of  fathers,  speaking. of  them  properly 
as  such :"  for  besides  that  the  words  mean  nothing,  and  the 
testimony  of  fathers  is  the  testimony  of  <  fathers  as  such,'  or 
it  is  just  nothing  at  all:  besides  this  I  say,  that  Aquinas 
affirms  that  their  whole  authority  (and,  therefore,  of  fathers 
as  such)  is .  only  probable,  and,  therefore,  certainly  not  infal- 
lible. But  this  is  so  fond  a  proposition  of  J.  S.  that  I  am 
ashamed  to  speak  any  more  of  it ;  and  if  he  were  not  very 
ignorant  of  what  his  church  holds,  he  would  never  have  said 
it.  But  for  his  better  information,  I  desire  the  gentleman 
to  read  Alphonsus  k  Castro  \  Melchior  Canus%  andBeUar- 
miney. 

It  is  not,  therefore,  the  constant  doctrine  of  the  Roman- 
ists, that  the  fathers  are  infallible ;  for  I  never  read  or  heard 
any  man  say  it  but  J.  S. ;  and  neither  is  it  the  avowed  doc- 
trine of  that  church,  unless  he  will  condemn  all  them  for  her&< 
tics  that  deny  it ;  some  of  which  I  have  already  named,  and 
more  will  be  added  upon  this  occasion. 

t  Prima  parte  q.  1.  art.  8.  ad  8.  arg.  «  Lib.  i.  adv.  Hseres.  c.  7- 

»  Lib.  vii.  Loc.  Theol.  c.  8.  n.  4.  &c. 
y  Pe  Vef??.  D^i,  Ul),  iii.  c.  10.  sect.  Dices. 
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'Well !  but  how  shall  we  know  that  the  fathers*  testimony 
is  a  testimony  of  ^fathers,  speaking  properly  as  such?^  for 
this  doughty  question  we  are  to  inquire  after  in  the  pursuit 
of  J.  S.'s  mines  and  crackers:-  he  says,  in  two  cases  they 
speak  as  fathers.  1.  ^^  When  they  declare  it  the  doctrine  of 
the  present  church  of  their  time.  S. -When,  they  write 
against  any  man  as  a  heretic,  or  his  tenet  as  heresy."  It 
seems  then,  in  these  the  fathers^  testimcmy  is  infedlible.  Let 
us  try  this:  1.  All  or  any  thing  of  this  may  be  done  by 
fathers  supposed  such,  but  really  not  so:  and  if  it  be  not 
infedhbly  certain  which  are  imd  which  are  not  the  writings  of 
the  fathers,  we  are  nothing  the  nearer  though  it  were  agreed, 
that  the  true  fathers^  testimony  is  infallible.  *  Or,  2.  If  the 
book  alleged  was  the  book  of  the  father  pretended,  and  not 
of  an  obscure  or  heretical  persoh ;  yet,  it  may  be,  the  words 
are  interpolated,  or  the  testimony  some  way  or  other  cor- 
rupted ;  and  then  the  testimony  is  not  infallible,  when  there 
is  no  absolute  certainty  of  the  witnesses  themselves,  or  the 
records:  and  what  causes  there  are  of  rejecting « very  many, 
and  doubting  more;  and,  therefore,  in  matters  of  present 
interest  and  question  of  uncertainty  and  fallibility  in  too 
many,  is  known  to  every  learned  man,  and  confessed  by 
writers  of  both  sides.  S.  It  is  very  seldom  that  any  of  the 
fathers  do  use  that  expression  of  saying,  ^  This  or  this  is  the 
doctrine  of  the  church;'  and,  therefore,  if  they  speak ; as 
fathers,  never  but  when  these  two  cases  happen ;  the  writings 
of  the  fathers  will  be  of  very  little  use  in  J.  S.'s  way.  8. 
And  yet  after  all  this,  if  we  shall  descend  to  instances,  J.S. 
will  not  dare  to  justify  what  he  says.  *\Vas  Justin  Martyr 
infallible,  when  he  said;  that  all  Christians,  who  were  pure 
believers,  did  believe  the  millenary  doctrine  ?  Certainly 
they  were  the  church,  for  the  others,  he  says,  were  such  as 
denied  the  resurrection.  But  was  Gennadius  or  else  St. 
Austin  fathers  ?  and  they  infallible  in  the  book  *  De  Dog- 
matibus  Ecclesiastids,'  in  which  he  intends  to  give  an 
account  of  the  doctrine  of  the  church?  J.  S.  seems  to 
acknowledge  it,  by  affirming  a  saying  out  of  that  book  to 
have  been  then  *  de  fide ;'  which  because  it  had  been  opposed 
by  very  many  of  the  fathers,  he  had  no  reason  to  affirm,  but 
upon  the  witness  of  Gennadius  putting  it  into  his  book  of 
Ecclesiastical  Doctrines ;  and  he  afterwards  calls  it  the  "tes- 
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tinony  of  Gcmadios  ddivcnng  the  doeCrine  <3i  die  eadiolic 
church**"  It  is  tibere  said,  «<  That  all  men  duill  die  (Christ 
i»ly  excepted),  that  death  might  raga  from  Adam  upon 
alL*^  ^^  Hanc  rationem,  maxima  patram  tuttMi  tvsdente)  susoe- 
{Mmua:^  ^  This  aeoount  we  have  received  from  the  trnfitiQa 
of  the  greatest  company  of  the  fifthen.^ — ^If  this  be  a  tmdyU 
tion  delivoed  by  the  greatest  number  of  die  fath^rs^  ffaeo, 
1«  Traditioii  la  not  a  sure  rule  of  faith ;  tot  this  tradKtioii  ia 
frJse,  and  e&presdy  against  Scripture:  and,  2.  It  follows  thrt 
traditioii  was  not  then  esteemed  a  sure  rule  of  faith;  for 
although  this  was  a  timdition  from  so  great  a  troop  of  fatiiers, 
as  he  says  it  was,  yet  tibere  were,  in  his  time,  ^  alii  ascpie 
cadiofici  et  eruditi  viri,^^  ^oth«*s,  as  good  eathdfics  and  as 
learned,'^  that  believed,  as  St.  Paul  believed,  that  *  we  dull 
not  all  die,  but  we  shall  all  be  changed  C  ftnd  however  it  be, 
yet  all  that  troop  of  fathers  he  speaks  of,  from  wh^Kse  llie 
came,  were  not  inftdl^le,  for  they  were  aetoally 
Now  this  instance  is  of  great  consideration  and 
toftee  against  J.  S.^s  £rst  and  self-evident  principle  con- 
cerning oral  tradition^  For  all  ihat  number  of  fathers,  if  the 
rdle  of  faith  had  been  only  oral  tradition,  would  horriMy 
have  cUstutbed  the  pure  current  of  tradifion,  and,  of  neces- 
sity, must  have  prevailed  in  J.  S.^s  way,  cnr  at  least  the  con- 
trary (which  is  the  truth,  and  expresfdy  affirmed  in  Scripture) 
could  never  have  had  the  irrefragable  testimony  of  oral 
tradition.  But,  thanks  be  to  God,  in  this  the  Church  ad- 
hered to  '  the  surer  word  of  prophecy,'  the  Scripture  proved 
die  surer  rule  of  faith.  But  again  St.  Austin  or  Gennadius 
says,  **  That,  after  Christ's  resurrection,  the  souls  of  all  the 
saints  are  with  Christ ;  and  that  going  forth  from  the  body, 
they  go  to  Christ  expecting  the  resurrection  of  their  bodies.** 
This  he  delivers  as  the  ecclesiastical  doctrine;  and  do  the 
patrons  of  puigatory  believe  him  io  tins  to  be  infallible  ?  For 
my  part,  I  think  St.  Austin  is  in  the  right ;  but  I  think  J.  S. 
will  not  grant  this  to  be  the  avowed  and  constant  doctrine  of 
his  church. 

The  second  case,  in  which  they  speak  as  fathers,  is  idien 
they  write  against  any  man  as  a  heretic,  or  his  tenet  as 
hiraesy.    But  this  is  so  notoriously  false,  as  nothing  is  more  ; 
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and  it  is  lafinitel j  ccMifuted  by  all  the  catalogues  tad  books 
of  the  &theni  reckoimg  the  heresies ;  whefe  they  ai>e  pleased 
to  eall  all  ojpinioDs  they  like  not  by  the  names  of  hevesy. 
f  hiiai^uis*  vxites  against  them  as  hevetics^  and  puts  thcni 
in  hik  bkck  catalogue,  who  expounds  that  of  making  man  ill 
the  image  and  likeness  of  God  spoken  of  in  Gr^Mms,  to 
signify  the  reasonable  soul,  and  not  ralh^  the  gMoe  of  the 
£My  Spirit.  He  also  acoounts  them  heteties  who  rgected 
<ke  Seventy,  and  followed  the  tMtnsbutkm  of  Aquiia,  whidi,  in 
the  aacknt  church  was  in  great  reputation.  Some  therfe 
were  who  said  diat  ^^  God  hardened  the  heart  of  Phnraoh^  ;^ 
and  these  he  calls  heretics,  and  yet  tblis  heresy  is  the  T«rf 
words  ol  Scripture:  and  some  are  reck<med  heretics  for 
saying  that  the  deluge  of  Deucahcxi  and  Pyrrha  was  before 
Noah's  flood  •  But  more  considerable  is  that  heresy  S  which 
affirmed  that  ^^  Christ  desc^ided  into  hell,  and  there  preached 
to  the  detained,  that  they  who  would  confess  him,  might  be 
saved.^  Now  if  Phila^us,  or  any  other  writer  of  heretics, 
were,  in  this  case,  infallible,  what  shall  became  of  many  of 
the  orthodox  fathers,  who  taught  this  ilow  condemned  doc- 
trine? So  did  Clemens  Alexandrihus,  Anasrtasius  Sinaita, 
St.  AthAnasius,  St.  Jercmie,  St.  Ambrose,  and  divers  others 
of  the  most  eminent  fathers ;  and  St.  Austin  aifirmed  that 
Christ  did  save  some ;  but  whether  all  the  damned  then  or 
no,  he  could  not  resolve  Euodius,  who  asked  the  question^. 
That  it  was  not  lawful  for  Christians  to  swear  at  all  upon 
a&y  account,  was  unanimously  taught  by  St.  Hilary,  aasd  St. 
Jerome,  St.  Chrysostom^  St.  Ambrose,  and  Theophylaot*, 
BO,  net  "  cum  exigitur  jus-jurandum,  aut  cum  urget  neces* 
sitas;^*  and  that  it  is  ^crimen  gehenna  di^um,'  ^  a  damnable 
sin.**  Whether  that  was  the  doctrine  of  the  church  of  Rome 
in  those  days,  I  say  not ;  but  if  it  Were,  why  is  the  church 
of  Rcme  of  a  contrary  judgment  now.'*  If  it  were  not, 
then  a  consenting  testimony  of  many  fathers,  even  of  the 
greatest  rank,  is  no  irrefragable  argument  of  the  truth,  or 
oatholic  tradition;  and  from  so  great  an  union  of  such  an 
autiic^ty,  it  was  not  very  hard  to  imagine,  that  the  opinion 

a  Hsres.  90.  ^  Haeres.  77.  c  Hseres.  71.  <^  Hseres.  74. 

*  Vide  Jacob.  Usser.  Primat.  Hibern.  cap.  de  Limbo  Pontif. 
'  Vide  Eftismum  in  Declarat.  ad  Censuras  Facult.  Theol.  Paris,  p.  52,  edit. 
Froben.  A.  D.  1532. 
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might  have  become  catholic;  from  a  lesser  spring  greater 
streams  have  issued ;  but  it  is  more  than  probable,  that  there 
was  no  catholic  oral  tradition  concerning  this  main  and 
concerning  article ;  and  I  am  sure  J.  S.  will  think,  that  aU 
these  fathers  were  not  only  fallible,  but  deceived  actually  in 
this  point. 

By  these  few  instances  we  may  plainly  see^  what  little  of 
infallibility  there  is  in  the  fathers^  writings,  when  they  write 
against  heretics  or  heresies,  or  against  any  article ;  and  how 
then  shall  we  know  that  the  fathers  are  at  all,  or  in  any 
case  infallible?  I  know  not  from  any  thing  more  that  is 
said  by  J.  S.  But  this  I  know,  that  many  chi^  men  of  his 
&de  do  speak  so  slightly,  and  undervalue  the  fathers  so 
pertly,  that  I  fear  it  will  appear  that  the  protestants  have 
better  opinion  of  them,  and  make  better  use  of  the  fathers 
than  themselves.  What  think  we  of  the  sajring  of  Cardinal 
Cajetan^?  ^^  If  you  chance  to  meet  with  any  new  expositimi 
which  is  agreeable  to  the  text,  &c.,  although  perhaps  it  differ 
from  that  which  is  ffven  by  the  whole  current  of  the  holy 
doctors,  I  desire  the  readers  that  they  would  not  too  hastily 
reject  it/'  And  again ;  ^^  Let  no  man  therefore  reject  a 
new  exposition  of  any  passage  of  Scripture,  under  pretence 
that  it  is  contrary  to  what  the  ancient  doctors  gave," — ^What 
think  we  of  those  words  of  Petavius  ?  ^'  There  are  many 
things  by  the  most  holy  fathers  scattered,  especially  St.  Chry- 
sostom  in  his  homilies,  which  if  you  would  accommodate' to 
the  rule  of  exact  truth,  they  will  seem  to  be  void  of  good 
sense^.'*' — ^And  again  ;  "  there  is  cause  why  the  authority  of 
certain  fathers  should  be  objected,  for  they  can  say  nothing 
but  what  they  have  learned  from  St.  Luke ;  neither  is  there 
any  reason,  why  we  should  rather  interpret  St.  Luke  by  them, 
than  those  things  which  they  say  by  St.  Luke^'' — And  Mal- 
donate^  does  expressly  reject  the  exposition,  which  all  the 
authors  which  he  had  read,  except  St.  Hilary,  give  of  those 
words  of  Christ,  ^^  The  gates  of  hell  shall  not  prevail  against 
it.'' — Michael  Nedina^  accuses  St.  Jerome  as  being  of  the 
Arian  heresy  in  the  question  of  episcopacy,  and  he  proceeds 

g  Pra^fat.  in  Pentateuch.  ^  In  Epiph.  p.  244. 
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further  to  accuse  St.  Ambrose,  St.  Austin,  Sedulius,:  Prima- 
sius,  CbrysoBtom,  Theodoret,  CEcumenius,  and  Theophylact, 
of  the  same  heresy.     And  Cornelius  Mussus,  the  bishop  of 
Bitonto,   expressly  aiBrms,  that  he  had  rather  believe  one 
single  pope,  than   a    thousand  Austins,   Jeromes,    or   6re- 
gories.     I  shall  not  need  any  further  to  instance  how  the 
council  of  Trent  hath  decreed  many  things  against  the  ge- 
neral doctrines  of  the  fathers;  as  in  the  placing  images  in 
churches;  the  denying  of  the  eucfaarist  to  infants;  the  not 
including  the  blessed  Virgin  Mary  in  the  general  evil  of 
mankind  in  the  imputation  of  Adam's  sin,  denying  the  chalice 
to  the  laity,  and  priests  not  officiating,  the  beatification  and 
divine  vision  of  saints  before  the  day  of  judgment.      If  it 
were  not  notorious,   and    sometimes    confessed,    that    these 
things  are  contrary  to  the  sense  of  a  troop  of  fathers,  there 
might  be  some  excuse  made  for  them,  who  give  them  good 
words,,  and  -yet  reject  their  authorities   so  freely,    that  it 
sometimes  seem  to  pass  into  scorn.     But  now  it  appears  to 
be  to  little  purpose,  that  the  council  of  Trent ""  enjoins  her 
clergy,  that  they  offer  not  to  expound  Scripture  against  the 
unanimous  consent  of  the  fathers ;  for, — ^thbugh  this  amounts 
not  to  the  height  of  J.  S.'s  saying,  it  is  their  avowed  and 
constant  doctrine,  that  they  are  infallible,  but  ^  ad  coercenda 
petulantia  ingenia,^ — ^the  contrary  is  done  and  avowed  every 
day.     And  as  the  fathers  proved  themselves  fallible,  both  as 
such  in  writing  against  heretics,  and  in  testifying  concerning 
the  churches  doctrine  in  their  age ;  so  in  the  interpretations 
of  Scripture,  in  which,  although  there  be  no  universal  consent 
of  fathers  in  any  interpretation  of  Scripture,  concerning  which 
questions  moved ;    so  the  best  and    mosj^  common    consent 
that  is,  men  of  great  note  recede  from   it  with  the  greater 
boldness,  by  how  much  they  hope  to  raise   themselves  the 
greater  reputation  for  wit  and  learning.     And,  therefore,  al- 
though in  the  sixth  general  council",   the  Origenists  were 
condemned,    for  bringing    in   interpretations  differing  from 
those  that  went  before  them;  and  in  the  synod  inTruUo^^ 
all  curates  of  souls  were  commanded  to  interpret  Scriptures, 
so  as  not  to  transgress  the   bounds   and   tradition   of  the 
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fathers; ;  aad  the  same  was  the  way  tidcen  in  the  eouneil  of 
Vienna,  and  ccH»manded  since  in  the  Lat^an  under  Leo  X., 
and  at  last  in  Tr^t, — ^yet  all  this  was  but  good  advise,  whidi 
when  the  following  doctmrs  pretended  to  £diow,  they  fievei^- 
theless  still  took  their  liberty,  and  went  their  own  w(iy,  and 
if  they  followed  some  oi  the  fathers,  they  recedied  fiom  mwnj 
others;  for  ncme  of  them  esteemed  the  way  in&Ilible^  but 
they  that  did  not  think  their  own  way  better,  kft  their  owA 
reasaa  and  followed  their  authority.  But  of  late,  ^  knowledge 
is  increased,^ — at  least  many  writers  tidnk  so;  and  thougk 
the  ancient  interpretations  were  more  honoured,  dian  new$ 
yet  Salmeron'  says  plainly,  <<  that  the  younger  doetotift  aate 
better  sighted  and  more  pers[»oacious.**  And  tibe  questiott 
being  about  the  conception  of  the  blessed  Virgin,  Without 
original  ran ;  against  which  a  multitude  of  fatha*s  are  brought  ^ 
the  Jesuit  answers  the  argument  with  the  words  in  lExodus 
xxiii.  ^^  Thou  shalt  not  follow  a  multitude  to  sin*^'  And  to 
the  same  purpose  St.  Austin  ^  answered  the  Donatists.  But 
of  this  I  shall  afterwards  have  occasion  to  speai:  more  parti- 
cularly. In  the  mean  time,  it  must  needs  be  acknowledged, 
that  the  protestants  cannot  mcMre  slight  the  fathers,  than  the 
Jesuits  do,  and  divers  other  doctors  of  the  church  of  Rome  \ 
though  I  think  both  of  them  do  equally  'think  them  to  be 
fallible. 

Well !  but  at  last,  of  what  use  are  the  fathers  to  protec- 
tants in  their  writings?  And  what  use  do  I  or  can  I  make 
of  them  in  my  ^  Dissuasive  ?'  First  for  the  protestants,  the 
church  of  England  can  very  well  account  by  her  canon,  in 
which  she  follows  the  council  in  Tmllo,  and  the  sixth  general 
synod,  and  ties  hdi»  doctors,  as  much  as  the  council  of  Trent 
does,  to  expound  Scriptures  according  to  the  sense  of  the 
ancient  fathers ;  and  indeed  it  is  the  best  way  for  most  men, 
and  it  is  of  great  use  to  all  men  so  to  do.  For  the  fathers 
were  good  men  and  learned ;  and  interest,  and  partiality,  and 
error  had  not  then  invaded  the  world  so  much,  as  they  have 
since  done.  The  papacy,  that  great  fountain  of  error  and 
servile  learning,  had  not  so  debauched  the  world ;  and  all  that 
good  which  can  be  supposed  could  be  ministered  by  the 
piety  and  learning  of  so  many  excellent  persons,  all  that  we 

p  In  Epist.  ad  Rom.  v.  dUp.  51.  p.  468.  .«  Lib.contr.  Donat. 
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can  use,  ftnd  we  do  make  \ise  of  it  upoh  all  just  occa^ons. 
They  Bpesk  reason  and  religion  in  their  writings ;  and  when 
they  do  so,  we  have  reason  to  make  use  of  the  good  things, 
wWch  by  tiiar  labours  God  intended  to  convey  to  us.  They 
were  better  than  other  ioaen,  and  wiser  than  most  men,  and 
their  authority  is  not  at  all  obntemptftle,  but  in  most  things 
highly  to  be  valued:  and  is  at  the  worst  a  very  probable 
inducement.  Are  not  the  books  of  the  canonists  and  casuists, 
in  a  manner,  little  else  than  a  heap  of  quotations  out  of  their 
predeeessoriar  writings  ?  Certainly  we  have  much  more  reasoil 
to  value  <Jie  authority  of  the  ancient  fathers. 

AM  now  since  J.  S.  requires  an  account  from  me  in  par- 
ticukr,  and  thinks  I  have  no  right  to  use  them;  I  shall 
render  him  an  accoutit  of  this  also.  But  first  let  us  see  what 
his  charge  is '.  He  sa3rs,  indeed,  I  tell  him,  that  the  «  fathers 
are  a  good  testimony  of  the  doctrine  delivered  from  their 
forefathers  down  to  them  of  what  the  church  esteemed  the 
way  of  salvation.*  I  did  tell  them  so  indeed;  and  in  the 
same  place  I  said,  «  That  we  admit  the  fathers,  as  admi- 
rable helps  for  the  understanding  of  the  Scriptures.'  I  told 
theih  both  these  things  together;  and  therefore  J.  S.  may 
blush  with  shame  for  telling  us,  that  it  **  appears  by  *  the 
Dissuader,'  that  the  protestants  do  not  acknowledge  the 
fathers  infallible  or  usrful.'*  But  then  in  what  degree  of  use- 
fulness the  fathers  are  admitted  by  us,  we  may  perceive  by  the 
instances,  of  which  the  one  being  the  interpretation  of  Scrip- 
tures, it  is  evident,  because  of  their  great  variety  and  con- 
trariety of  interpretations,  we  do  not  admit  them  as  infallible, 
but  yet  of  admirable  use ;  so  in  the  testimony  whidi  they  give 
of  the  doctrines  of  their  forefathers  concerning  the  way  of  sal- 
vation, we  ^ve  as  great  credit  as  can  be  due  to  any  relator, 
except' him  that  is  infallible. 


Pro  magna  teste  vetustas 


Cre  ditur  i  acceptam  parce  movere  fldem  ■• 

Nay,  we  go  scMmething  further;  far  though  in  asserting  and 
affirming,  in  teaching  and  defivering  poatively,  we  do  believe 
thetn  with  great  ven^ation,  but  not  without  liberty  and  in* 
quiry ;  yet  when  we  make  use  of  them  in  a  negative  way,  we 
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find  use  of  them,  much  nearer  to  infallibility,  than  all  the 
demonstrations  of  *  Sure  Footing.'  For  the  argument  lies 
thus  t :  "  In  the  ages  succeeding  the  three  first,  secular  in- 
terest did  much  prevail;  the  writings  of  the  fathers  were  vast 
and  voluminous,  full  of  controversy  and  ambiguous  senses, 
fitted  to  their  own  times  and  questions,  full  of  proper  opi- 
nions and  such  variety  of  sayings,  that  both  sides  eternally 
and  inconfutably  shall  bring  sayings  for  themselves  respec- 
tively." This  ground  I  lay  of  the  ensuing  argument,  and 
upon  this  I  build  immediately ;  that  things  being  thus,  that' 
is,  in  the  ages  succeeding  the  three  first  (the  positive  and 
purest)  the  case  being  so  vastly  changed,  the  books  so  vast, 
the  words  so  many,  the  opinions  so  proper,  the  contrariety 
so  apparent ;  it  is  very  possible  that  two  litigants  shall  from 
them  pretend  words  serving  their  distinct  hypotheses,  espe- 
cially when  they  come  to  wrangle  about  the  interpretations 
^f  ambiguous  sayings;  and  of  things  so  disputed  there  can 
be  no  end,  no  determination.  And  therefore  it  will  be  im- 
possible for  the  Roman  doctors  to  conclude  from  the  sayings 
of  a  number  of  fathers  (viz.,  in  the  latter  and  succeeding 
ages  of  the  church ;  for  of  them  only  the  argument .  does 
treat),  that  their  doctrine  which  they  would  prove  thence, 
was  the  catholic  doctrine  of  the  church.  And  the  reason  of 
this  is  derived  from  the  ground  I  laid  for  the  argument, 
because  these  fathers  are  oftentimes  '  gens  contra  gentem  ;** 
and  sometimes  one  man  agcdnst  himself,  and  sometimes 
changing  his  doctrine,  and  sometimes  speaking  in  heat,  and 
disputing  fiercely,  and  striving  by  all  means  to  prevail '  and 
conquer  heretics;  and  therefore  a  testimony  of  many  of 
them  consenting,  is  not  a  sufiicient  argument  to  prove  a 
doctrine  catholic ;  unless  all  consent  in  this  case,  the  major 
part  will  not  prove  a  doctrine  catholic :  of  this  I  have  given 
divers  instances  already, .  and  shall  ^d  more  in  the  section 
of  tradition ;  for  the  present  I  shall  only  recite  the  words  of 
the  bishop  of  the  Canaries",  a  great  man  amongst  them,  to 
attest  what  I  say :  "  Tertia  conclusio.  Plurium  sanctorum 
autoritas,  reliquis  licet  paudoribus  reclamantibus,  firma  ar- 
gumenta  theologo  suflBcere  et  prsestare  non  valet."     If  the 

'  Chap.  i.  sect.  1.  Dissuasive. 
**  Melcb.  Canusloc.  Theol.  lib.  vii.  c.  3.  n.  8. 
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major  part  of  the  fathers  consenting  be  not  a  su£Scient  argu^ 
ment  (as  Canus  here  expressly  says),  then  no  argument  from 
the  authority  of  the  fathers  can  prove  it  catholic,  unless  it 
be  universal.  Not  that  it  is  required,  that  each  single  point 
be  proved  by  each  single  father,  as  J.  S.  most  weakly  would 
infer;  for  that  indeed  is  morally  impossible;  but  that  when 
the  fathers  of  the  later  ages  of  whom  we  speak,  are  divided 
in  sentence  and  interest,  neither  from  the  lesser  number  nor 
yet  from  the  greater  can  you  conclude  any  catholic  consent. 
^^  Ecdesia  universalis  nunquam  errat,  quia  nunquam  toto 
errat  ;^  it  is  not  to  be  imputed  to  the  universal  church,  unless 
all  of  it  agree;  and  by  this,  Abulensis'  asserts  the indefec* 
tibility  of  the  church  of  Grod ;  ^  it  never  errs,  because  all  of  it 
does,  never  err.' 

-  And  therefore  here  is  wholly  a  mistake ;  for  to  prove^a 
point  *  de  fide'  from  the  authority  of  the  fathers,  we  require 
a  universal  consent.  Not  that  it  is  expected  that  every 
man's  hand  that  writes,  should  be  at  it,  or  every  man's  vote 
that  can  speak,  should  be  to  it,  for  this  were  unreasonable ; 
but  a  universal  consent  is  so  required,  that  is,  that  there 
be  no  dissent  by  any  fathers  equally  catholic  and  reputed. 
"  Reliquis  licet  paucioribus  reclamantibus  ;'*  "  if  others, 
though  the  fewer  number,  do  dissent,''  then  the  major  part  is 
not  testimony  sufficient.  And  therefore  when  Vincentius 
Liirinensis  and  Thomas  of  Walden  affirmed,  that  the  consent 
of  the  major  part  of  fathers,  from  the  apostles  downwards,  is 
catholic ;  Canus  expounds  their  meaning  to  be,  in  case  that 
the  few  dissentients  have  been  condemned  by  the  church,  then 
the  major  part  must  carry  it :  thus  when  some  of  the  fathers' 
said  that  Mdchisedec  was  the  Holy  Ghost,  here  the  major 
part  carried  it,  because  the  opinion  of  the  minor  part  was 
condemned  by  the  church.  But  let  me  add  one  caution  to 
this,  that  it  may  pass  the  better.  Unless  the  church  of  that 
age,  in  which  a  minor  part  of  fathers  contradicts  a  greater, 
do  give  testimony  in  behalf  of  the  major  part, — ^which  thing  I 
think  never  was  done,  and  is  not  indeed  easy  to  be  supposed, 
—though  the  following  ages  reject  the  minor  part,  it  is  no  ar- 
gument that  the  doctrine  of  the  major  port  was  the  catholic 
doctrine  of  that  age.     It  might,  by  degrees,  become  xmi- 

X  Abulens.  Prsef.  in  Matt*  q.  8. 
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versai,  that  was  not  so  at  fost;  and  therefore,  uniess  the 
wholie  present  age  do  agree,  that  is,  unless  of  all  that  are 
esteemed  prthodox,  there  be  a  present  consent,  this  brpkea 
cons^t  is  not  an  infallihk  testimony  of  the  cathoUciBia  oi 
the  doctrine.  And  this  is  ^laia  in  the  case  of  St.  Cyprian 
and  the  A&tcan  lathers,  denying  the  biqptism  of  heretics  to 
be  valid  ^:  supposjbg  a  greater  number  of  doctors  chd  at  that 
time  believe  the  contrary;  yet  their  testimony  is  no  com- 
petent proof,  that  the  church  of  that  age  was  of  their  ju<%- 
ment ;  no,  although  the  succeeding  %iges  did  condemn  the 
opinion  of  the  Africans ;  for  the  question  now  is,  not  whether. 
St  CyfHian's  doctrine  be  true  or  no,  but  whether  it  was  the 
catholic  doctrine  of  the  church  of  that  age.  It  is  answered, 
it  was  not,  because  many  catholic  doctors  of  that  age  wese 
against  it,  and  for  the  same  reason,  neither  was  thehr  doer 
trine  the  catholic,  because  as  wise  and  as  learned  men 
opposed  them  in  it;  and  it  is  a  frivolous  pretence  to  say, 
that  ^'  the  contrary  (viz.  to  St.  Cyprian^s  doctrine)  was  found 
and  defined  to  be  the  faitli  and  the  s^ise  of  the  church  ;^  for 
suppose  it  was,  but  then  it  became  so  by  a  new  and  later 
d^nition,  not  by  the  oral  tradition  of  that  present  age  ;  and, 
therefore,  this  will  do  J.  S.  no  good,  but  help  to  overthrow  his 
fond  hypothesis.  This  or  that  might  be  a  true  doctrine,  but 
not  the  doctrine  of  the  then  catholic  church,  in  which  the 
catholics  were  so  openly  and  with  some  earnestness  divided^ 
And,  therefore,  it  was  truly  said  in  *  The  Dissua^ive,^  "  That 
the  clear  saying  of  one  or  two  of  those  fathers  truly  alleged 
by  us  to  the  contrary,  will  certainly  prove  that  what  many  of 
them  (suppose  it)  do  affirm,  and  which  but  two  or  three  as 
good  catholics  do  deny,  was  not  then  a  matterof  feuth  or  a  doc- 
trine of  the  church  :  if  it  had,  these  fissentients  publicly  own« 
ing  and  preaching  that  doctrine,  would  have  no  catholics  but 
heretics. 

Against  this  J.  S.  hath  a  pretty  sophism,  or,  if'  you 
please,  let  it  pass  for  one  of  his  demonstrations.  **  If  one  or 
two  denying  a  point,  which  many  (others)  affirm,  argues  that 
it  is  not  of  faith ;  then,  *  k  fortiori,'  if  «ne  oir  two  affirm  it  to  be 
of  faith,  it  argues  it  is  of  faith,  though  many  others  deny  it." 
This  consequent  is  so  far  from  arising  &om  the  antecedent, 

y  J.  S.  p.  3, 4.  » Ibid. 
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that  nolliiiig  m  the  world  destroys  it  mete.    For^  because 
tlie  denial  of  one  or  two  ai^gues  a  doclrtiie  is  not  calholie, 
though  afirmed  by  maay,  therefore  it  is  imposnble  that  the 
affim;ialioii  of  one  or  two  (when  there  be  nuny  dissentients) 
sJiould  suffiejettfly  pix>ve  a  doctrine   to   be  catholic.      The 
aailecedeiit  sapfxifles  that  true  which  therefore  conclades  the 
eonseiiuftnt  to  be  fabe;  for,  therefore,  the  aiSrming  a  thing 
to.  be  cadiolifi,  by  two  or  three,  or  twenty,  does  not  fxrove  it 
to  he  ao,   unless  all  consent,   because  the  denymg  it  to  be 
cathd&:  (which  the  antecedent  siqpposes)  by  two  or  three,  ib 
a  good  tesdmoxkj  that  it  is  not  catholic.    J.  S.^s  argument  is 
Kkethia^  if  the  absence  of  a  few  makes  the  eampany  not 
&1I,  then  ihe  presence  of  a  few  when  more  are  absent,  <  h 
fortioKi'  makes  the  company  to  be  full.    But  because  I  must 
aaj.  nothing  but  what  must  be  reduced  to  grounds,  I  have  to 
show  the  stupendous  fcSlj  of  this  argumoit,   a  self^vident 
principle,  and   that  is^  ^  Bonum,^  and  aoy  <  Verum^  is  <  ex 
mt^ra  eaxisa,  malum  ex  qualibet  particulari  ;^  and  a  cup  is 
bix^en,   if  but  one  piece  of  the  lip  be  Inroken;  but  it  is 
not  whole,  unless  it   be  whole  all  over.     And  much  more 
is  this  true,  in  a  question  concerning  the  universality  of 
consent,  or  of  tradition.     For  J.  S.  does  prevaricate  in  the 
question,  which  is,   whether  the   testimony  be  universal,  if 
die  partioulass  be  not  i^reed;  and  he  instead  of  that  Ihrusts 
in  another  word  which  is  no  part  of  the  question:  for  so 
he  dbanges  it,  by  saying,  <^  The  dissent  of  a  few  does  not 
make  but  that  the  article  is  a  point  of  faitii;"^  for  though 
it  cannot  be  supposed  a  pomt  of  faith,  when  any  number  of 
tha  cathdiic  fodi^is  do  profess  to  believe  a  proposition  con* 
tvacy  to  it ;  yet  possibly  it  wall  by  sKune  of  his  side  be  said  to- 
be  a^  point  aS  Mth,   ^upon  odier  accounts;'  as  upon  <  the 
churdiV  defiDition,'  or  the  *  authority  of  plain  Scriptures;' 
but  this;  will  be  nothing  to  J.  S.'s  hypodiesis;  for  if  a  part  of 
tho  oadiolie  fothers  did  deliver  the  contrary,  there  was  no 
irrefragable,  catholic,  oral  tradition  of  the  church,  when  so 
CGOoaidimLble  a  part  of  the  church  delivered  the  contrary  as 
their  own  doctrine,  which  is  not  to  be  imagined  they  would 
have  done,  if  the  consent  of  the,  church  o{  that  age  was 
against  it*    And  if  we  can  suppose,  this  case  that  one  port  of 
the  fathers  should  say,  *  this  is  the  doctrine  of  the  church,' 
when  another  part  of  the  fathers. are  of  a  contrary  judgment. 
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— either  they  did  not  say  true,  and  then  the  fathers^  testimony, 
speaking  as  witnesses  of  the  doctrine  of  the  church  of  their 
age,  is  not  infallible ; — or  if  they  did  say  true,  yet  their  testi- 
mony was  not  esteemed  sufficient ;  because  the  other  fathers,  who 
must  needs  know  it,  if  it  was  the  catholic  doctrine  of  the 
church  then,  do  not  take  it  for  truth  or  sufficient.  And  that 
maxim  which  was  received  in  the  council  of  Trent,  that  ^^  a 
major  part  of  voices  was  sufficient  for  decreeing  in  a  matter  of 
reformation;  but  that  a  decree  of  faith  could  not  be  made,  if 
a  considerable  part  did  contradict,^^  relies  upon  the  same  rea- 
son ;  faith  is  every  man^s.duty,  and  every  man's  conc^h,  and 
every  man''s  learning;  and,  dierefore,  it  is  not  to  be  supposed 
that  any  thing  can  be  an  article  of  faith,  in  which  a  number 
of  wise  and  good  men  are  at  difference,  either  as  doctors,  or 
as  witnesses.  And  of  this  we  have  a  great  testimony  from 
Yincentius  Lirinensis*:  '^  In  ipsa  item  ecclesia  magnopece 
curandum  est,  ut  id  teneainus  qtiod  ubi(^ue,  quod  semper, 
quod  ab  omnibus  creditum  est :  hoc  est  eniin  vere  proprieque 
cathoHcum.^^  Not  that  which  a  part  of  the  fathers,  but 
*^  that  which  is  said  every  where,  always,  and  by  all,  that  is 
truly  and  properly  catholic ;  and  this  (says  he)  is  greatly  to 
be  taken  care  of  in  the  catholic  church." 

From  all  these  premises  it  will  follow,  that  ^  The  Dis- 
suasive '  did,  or  mi^t  to  very  good  purpose,  make  use  of 
the  fathers;  and  if  I  did  there,  or  shall,  in  the  following 
sections,  make  it  appear,  that  in  such  an  age  of  the  ancient 
church,  the  doctidnes  which  the  church  of  Home  at  this  day 
imposes  on  the  world  as  articles  of  fsdth,  were  not  then 
accounted  articles  of  faith;  but  either  were  spoken  against/ 
or  not  reckoned  in  their  canon  and  confessions,  it  will  fc^ow 
that  either  they  can  make  new  articles  of  faith,  or  at  least 
cannot  pretend  these  to  be  articles  of  faith  uix>n  the  stock 
of  oral  catholic  tradition ;  for  this  cannot  be  at  all,  if  the 
catholic  fathers  were  (though  unequally)  divipLed  in  their 
testimotiy. 

The  rest  of  J.  S.'s  last  Way  or  mine  is  but  braggings 
and  indeed  this  whole  Appendix  of  his  is  but  the  dregs  of 
his  '  Sure  Footing,*  and  gives  but  very  Uttle  occasion  of 
useful  and  material  discourse.     But  he  had  formerly  pro- 

^  CommontC.S, 
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mised  that  he  would  give  aa  account  of  my  relying  on  Scrip- 
ture,  and  here  was  the  place  reserved  for  it ;  but  when  he 
comes  to  it,  it  is  nothing  at  all,  but  a  reviling  of  it,  calling  of 
it  **  A  bare  letter,   unsensed  outward  characters,  ink  thus 
figured  in  a  book  ;^  but  whatsoever  it  is,  he  calls  it  my  ^<  main, 
most  fundamental,  and  in  a  manner  my  only  prindple;'** 
though  he,  according  to  his  usual  method  of  saying  what 
comes,  next,  had  said  before  that  I  had  ^  no  principle,'  and 
that  '  I  had  many  principles.'     All  that  he  adds  afterwards  is 
nothing  but  the  same  talk  over  again  concerning  the  fathers, 
of  which  I  have  given  an  account  I  hope  full  enough ;  and  I 
shall  add  something  more  when  I  come  to  speak  concerning 
the  justification  of  the  grounds  of  the  protestant  and  Christian 
religion.    Only  that  I  may  be  out  of  J.  S.'s  debt,  I  shall  make 
it  appear  that  he  and  his  party  are  the  men  that  go  upon  no 
grounds ;  that  in  the  church  of  Rome  there  is  no  <  Sure  Foot- 
ing,' no  certain  acknowledged  rule  of  fieiith;  but  while  they  call 
for  an  assent  above  the  nature  and  necessity  of  the  thing,  they 
have  no  warrant  beyond  the  greatest  uncertainty ,-*-and  cause 
their  people  to  wander  (that  I  may  borrow  J«  S.'s  expression) 
**  in  the  very  sphere  of  contingency •'' 
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SECTION  I. 

Of  the  Church :  showing  that  the  Church  of  Rome  relies  upon 
no  certain  Foundation  for  their  Faith. 

That  the  ScriptureiB  are  n^&llibly  true,  though  it  be  ac- 
^nawledged  by  the  Roman  Church,  jet  tfai&  is  Rot  an  infal- 
lible rule  to  them,  for  several  reasons :  1.  !&caufie  it  is  im- 
perfect and  insufficient  (as  they  say)  to  determiDe  all  matters 
of  faith.  S.  Because  it  is^  not  suffioioit  to  determimsi  any 
Aat  diaU  be  questioned:  not  only  because  ils  authority  and 
truth  are  to  be  detemuned  by  a(»Qietbiiig  else  that  nuial  be 
before  it ;  but  also  because  its  sense  and  meanmg  must  ber 
found  out  by  something  after  it.  And  not  he  that  writes  cmT' 
q)eaks,  but  he  that  expounds  k,  gives  the  rule;  so  titofe 
Smpture  uo  n^(»?e  is  to  rule  us,  than  matter  made  thp  world  r 
until  something  el$e  gives  it  form,  and  life,  and  motion,  aadr 
operative  powers^  it  is  but  ^  iners  massa,^  not  so  much  aa' 
a  clod  of  earth.  And  they,  who  speak  so  much  of  the 
obscurity  of  Scripture,  of  the  seeming  contradictions  in  it, 
of  the  vkriety  of  readings,  and  the  mysteriousness  oi  its' 
manner  of  delivery,  can  but  little  trust  that  obscure,  dfeurk, 
intricate,  and  at  last,  imperfect  book,  for  a  perfect  clear  rule. 
But  1  shall  not  need  to  drive  them  out  of  this  fort,  which 
they  so  willingly  of  themselves  cjuit.    If  they  did  acknow- 
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ledge  Scripture  for  their  rule,  all  controversies  about  this 
would  be  at  an  end,  and  we  should  all  be  agreed :  but  because 
they  do  not,  they  can  clium  no  title  here. 

That  which  they  pretend  to  be  the  infallible  judge,  and 
the  measure  of  our  faith,  and  is  to  give  us  our  rule,  is  the 
church ;  aiid  she  is  a  rock ;  '  The  pillar  and  ground  of  truth ;' 
and,  therefore,  here  they  fix.  Now  how  little  assurance 
they  have  by  this  confidence,  will  appear  by  many  ccmsi- 
derations. 

1.  It  ought  to  be  known  and  agreed  upon,  what  is  meant 
by  this  word  '  church,'  or  *  ecclesia.'  For  it  is  a  TrdKvtmtMy; 
and  the  church  cannot  be  a  rule  or  guide,  if  it  be  not  known 
what  you  mean  when  you  speak  the  word.  2a//xa  koturov  riiv 
ixKknffiav  koXbX  o  X^Krro;,  said  Suidas ;-  ^  His  body,'  viz.,  mysti- 
cal, '  Christ  calls  his  Chiirch/  Among  the  Greeks,  it  sig- 
nifies a  convention  or  assembly  met  together  for  public 
employment  and  afiairs;  cunaycifyiy  3x^°^-  ^  Aristophanes 
understands  it ;  ^5  'xxX^jj/a  V  ohxi  hi  rovrov  yiyysrai ;  "  Is  there 
not  a  convocation  or  an  assembly  called  for  this  Flutus*?^' 
Now,  by  translation  this  word  is  used  among  Christians  to 
signify  ^^  all  them,  who,  out  of  the  whole  mass  of  mankind, 
are  called  and  come,  and  are  gathered  together  by  the  voice 
and  call  of  God,  to  the  worship  of  God  through  Jesus  Christ, 
and  the  participation  of  eternal  good  things  to  follow:^  so 
that  'the  church'  is  'a  company  of  men  and  women  pro- 
fessing the  saving  doctrine  of  Jesus  Christ.'  This  is  the 
church  '  in  sensu  forensi,'  and  in  the  sight  of  men ;  but 
because  '  glorious  things  are  spoken  of  the  city  of  God,'  the 
professors  of  Christ's  doctrine  are  but  imperfectly  and  in- 
choatively  the  church  of  God ;  but  they  who  are  indeed  holy 
and'  obedient  to  Christ's  laws  of  faith  and  manners,*-— that  live 
according  to  his  laws,  and  walk  by  his  example;  these  are 
truly  and  perfectly  '  the  church,'  and  they  have  this  signsr 
ture,  "  God  knoweth  who  are  his."  These  are  the  church 
of  God  in  the  eyes  and  heart  of  Gt)d.  Foir  the  diurch  of 
God  are  the  body  of  Christ;  but  the  mere  profession  of 
Christianity  makes  no  man  a  member  of  Christ ;  ^^  Neither 
circumcision  nor  uncircumcision  availeth  any  thing  in  Christ 
Jesus ;  nothing  but  a  new  creature ;"  nothing  but  "  a  faith 
working  by  love ;"    and   "  keepmg   the  commandments  of 

•  Brunck,  171. 
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God.''  Now  they  that  do  this,  are  not  known  to  be  sudh 
by  men ;  but  they  are  only  known  to  God ;  and,  therefore^ 
it  is  in  a  true  sense  *^the  invisible. church;'^  not  that  there 
are  two  churches,  or  two  societies^  in  separation  from  each 
other;  or  that  one  can  be  seen  by  men,  and  the  other 
cannot :  for  then  either  we  must  run  after  the  church,  whom 
we  ought  not  to  imitate ;  or  be  blind  in  pursuit  of  the  other 
that  can  never  be  found;  and  our  eyes  serve  for  nothing 
but  to  run  after  false  fires.  No,  these  two  churches 
are  but  one  society;  the  one  is  within  the  other;  <<They 
walk  together  to  the  house  of  God  as  friends,  they  take 
sweet  counsel  together/'  and  eat  the  bread  of  God  in  com- 
mon: but  yet  though  the  men  be  visible,  yet  that  quality 
and  excellency  by  which  they  are  constituted  Christ-s  mem- 
bers, and  distinguished  from  mere  professors  and  outsides 
of  Christians,  this,  I  say,  is  not  visible.  All  that  really 
and  heartily  sarve  Christ  <  in  abdito,'  do  also  profess  to  do 
so';  they  ^erve  him  in  the  secret  of  the  heart,  and  in  the 
secret  chamber,  and  in  the  public  assemblies^  unless  by  an 
intervening  cloud  of  persecution  they  be  for  a  while  hid, 
and  made  less  conspicuous :  but  the  invisible  church  ordi- 
narily and  regularly  is  part  of  the  visible,  but  yet  that  only 
part  that  is  the  true  one;  and  the  rest  but  by  denomina- 
tion of  law,  and  in  common  speaking  are  the  church, — not 
in  mystical  union,  not  in  proper  relation  to  Christ ;  they  are 
not  the  house  of  God,  not  the  temple  of  the  Holy  Ghost, 
not  the  members  of  Christ;  and  no  man  can  deny  this. 
Hypocrites  are  not  Christ's  servants,  and  therefore  not 
Christ's  members,  and  therefore  no  part  of  the  church  of 
Grod,  but  improperly  and  equivocally,  as  a  dead  man  is  a 
man;  all  which  is  perfectly  summed  up  in  those  words  of 
St.  Austin*,  saying,  "that  the  body  of  Christ  is  not  *bipar- 
titum,'  it  is  not  a  'double  body:'  *non  enim  revera  Domini 
corpus  est,  quod  cum  illo  non  erit  in  setemum ;'  *all  that  are 
Christ's  body,  shall  reign  with  Christ  for  ever.' "  And  there- 
fore, they  who  are  of  their  father,  the  devil,  are  the  s3magogue 
of  Satan,  and  of  such  is  not  the  kingdom  of  God :  and  all 
this  is  no  more  than  what  St.  Paul  said ;  "  They  are  not  all 
Israel,  who  are  of  Israel^ :"  and,  **  He  is  not  a  Jew  that  is 

•  De  Doctr.  Christ,  lib.  iii.  c.  83.  b  Rom.  ix.  6. 


334  OP  THE  CHURCH. 

one  outw^iy^  biiit  he  is  a  Jew  thtt  is  one  inwaitQy  ^'*  Now 
if  any  port  of  mank^d  will  agree  to  call  the  Univeraality  of 
professors  by  the  title  of  the  *c|aurchj'  Ihey  may  if  Aey 
inH ;  any  word^  by  consent,  may  sigMfy  any  thing  t  but  if  by 
<ehur(^'  we  mean  that  sodety  which  is  really  joined  to 
Chnstf  which  hath  reeared  tiie  Hcriy  Spirit^  wfaic^  is  heir  of 
the  promises,  and  the  good  things  of  God,  whidi  is  the  body 
(^  whidi  Christ  is  head ;  then  the  inyisible  part  of  the  visflbfe 
chUreh»  that  is,  the  true  servants  of  Christ  only,  are  dse 
dhurch ;  ,that  is,  to  them  only  appertain  the  S{»rit  and  the 
truth,  the  promises  and  the  graces,  the  privileges  and  ad- 
vantages x)l  the  QoBpA :  to  others  they  a{^partain,  as  the  pro- 
mise of  pardon  does ;  that  is,  when  they  have  mode  theausdves 
capable. 

For  since  it  is  plain  and  certain,  that  Christ^s  promise  of 
giving  the  Spirit  to  his  apostles  was  merely  conditional,  '  if 
they  did  love  him;'  *if  they  did  keq)  his  commandments":' 
«ince  it  is  plainly  affirmed  by  the  apostle,  that,  by  reason  of 
wicked  lives,  mai  and  women  did  turn  apostates  from  tl^ 
ftdth,  since   nothing    in   the  world   does  mcnre  quendi  the 
Spirit  of  Wisdom  and  oi  God  than  an  impure  life ;  it  is  not 
to  be  supposed  that   *  the  churchy'  as  it  signifies  *  the  pro- 
fessors' only  of  Christianity,  can  have  an  infallible  spirit  of 
truth.     If  the  churdb  of  Christ  have  an  uidefectibility^  then 
it  must  be  that  which  is  in  the  state  of  grace,  and  the  Divine 
favour.     They  whom  God  does  not  love,  cannot  fall  from 
God's  love ;  but  the  faithful  onlv  and  obedient  are  beloved  rf 
God :  others  may  believe  rightly  ;  but  so  do  the  devils,  who 
are  bo  parts  of  the  diurch,  but  princes  of/ecclesia  malig- 
nantium ;'  and  it  will  be  a  strange  proposition  which  affirms 
any  one  to  be  of  the  churdi,  for  no  other  reason  bilt  sudb  as 
qualifies  the  devil  to  be  so  too.     For  tber^  is  po  otha:  dii^ 
ference  between  the  devil's  faith  and  the  faith  of  a  Dfian  that 
lives  wickedly,  but  that  there  are  hopes  the  wicked  inan  may, 
by  his  faith,  be  converted  to  holiness  of  Hfe,  and,  ccmsek 
quently,  be  a  member  of  Christ  and  th6  church,-r-which  the 
devils  never  can  be.     To  be  converted   from  GentUism,  or 
Judaism^  to  the  Christian  faith,. is  an  excellent  thing;  but  it 
is  therefore  so  excellent,  because  that  is  God's  usual  way^ 

«  Roth.  ii.  28, 29.  d  Jabn,  xiv.  15, 16. 
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fay  that  fittth  to  ^eniiert  them  liiito  God,  fmn  thdr  vtta  cm- 
versatioti  uolo  holiness.  Tlwt  was  the  oonTeman  which  was 
digued  bj  the  preachmg  of  the  Gospel ;  of  which,  to  believe 
mei^dy^  was  but  die  entnmoe  and  introductioh. 

Now  besides  the  evidence  of  the  ihing  itself,  and  the 
iMMJce  of  it  in  &ripture%  fet  me  observe,  that  fhis  very  thing 
is,  in  itsetf,  a  part  of  the  feytifile  of  fttth ;  for  if  it  be  adked^ 
<  What  is  the  cathdie  €huithP**--the  apostles'  creed  defines 
it  $  it  is  <  eommunio  sahctorum,'  <  I  believe  die  holy  cathdi^ 
dxurch,'  that  is  '  the  comikiuni(m  of  saints,'  the  conjunrcttoh 
ot  all  them  whb  heaMily  serve  God  through  Jesiis  Chricft; 
the  one  is  indeed  ex^getscal  of  the  olfaer»  as  diat  whk^  is 
{dainer  is  ex{>lioative  of  that  which  is  less  {rfain ;  but  dbe 
they  are  but  the  same  thing :  which  appears  also  in  this,  that 
in  scHne  creeds  the  latter  words  aie  left  out,  and  particularly 
in  the  Ctmstantinopolitan,  as  being  understood  to  be  in  e£fect 
but  another  expressiim  of  thd  same  article.  To  the  same 
sense  exactly  Cleitaens  oi  Alexandria'  defines  the  diuroh  to 
be  "  the  congregation  of  the  elect;''  ou  yiq  vvv  rh  rorovj 
aAXa  rl  a^i^p^  rm  lkX€Kr«^y,  nexX^(nfaii  Hak&*  ''By  thechllrch 

I  do  not  mean  the  plac^  but  the  gathering  or  heap  of  the 

elect;  for  this  is  the  better  temple  for  the  receiving  the 

greatness  of  the  dignity  of  God.    For  that  fiving  thing  which 

is  of  great  price,  to  him  who  is  worthy  of  all  price,  yea^  to 

whose  price  nothing  is  too  great,  &*  vars^o^igy  oytorsiror  xadv^'* 

pcjratj  '  is  consecrated  by  the  excellency  ci  holiness/"    But 

more  full  is  that  of  St.  Austins,  who  spends  two  chapters  in 

affirming,  that  only  they  who  serve  God  faithfully,  are  the 

church  of  Grod :     "  '  The  temple  of  God  is  holy,   which 

temple  ye  are.'    For  this  is  in  the  good  and  faithful,  and  the 

holy  servants  of  God,  scattered  everywhere,  and  combined 

by  a  spiritual  union  in  the  same  communion  of  sacrametits^ 

-whether  they  know  one  another  by  face  or  no.     Others,  it  is 

certain,  iu*e  so  said  to  be  in  the  house  of  God,  that  they  do 

not  pertain  to  the  structure  of  the  house,  not  to  the  society 

of  fructifying  and  peace-making  justice,  but  are  as  chaff  in 

the  wheat.     For  we  cannot  deny  that  they  are  iii  the  house, 

the  apostle  Paul  saying,  ^  That  in  a  great  house  there  are 

«  Ephes.  \u  ]j  9^  3,  4,  5. 

t  Cleiii.  Alex.  Slrom.  lib.  vii.  p.  716*  edit.  Paris.  A.  D.  1629. 

8  De  BapC.  coBUr.  Ehmatist.  lib*  vii.  c.  51  et  53. 
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not  only  vessels  of  gold  and  silver,  but  wood  and  eartb,  some 

for  honour  and  some  for  dishonour.'^ — ^And  a  Kttle  before •* : 

<<  I  do  not  speak  rashly,  when  I  say,  some  are  so  in  the 

house  of  Grod,  that  they  also  are  that  very  house  of  God, 

which  is  s£ULd  to  be  built  upon  a  rock,  which  is  called  the 

only  dove,    the  fair  spouse    without    spot  or  wrinkle,   the 

garden  shut  up,  a  fountain  sealed,  a  pit  of  living  watier,  a 

fruitful  paradise.     This  is  the  house  which  hath  received  the 

k^s,  and  the  power  of  loosing  and  binding;  whosoever  shall 

despise  this  house,  reproving  and  correcting  him,  he  saith, 

*  let  him  be  as  an  heathen  and  a  publican.'^    And  then  he 

proceeds  to  describe  who  are  this  house,  by  the  characters  of 

sanctity,  of  charity,  and  unity.     '*  Propter  roalam  poUutam- 

que  conscientiam  damnati  k  Cbristo,  jam  in  corpore  Christi 

non  sunt,  quod  est  ecclesia;  quoniani  non  potest   Christus 

habere  damnata  membra  :*"    ^^  Those  who  are  condemned  by 

Christ  for  their  evil  and  polluted  consciences,   are  not  in 

Christ's  body,  which  is  the  church ;  for  Christ  hath  no  damned 

members.^ 

And  this,  besides  that  it  is  expressly  taught  in  the  Au- 
gustan confession,  it  is  also  the  doctrine  of  divers  Roman 
doctors,  that  wicked  men  are  not  true  members  of  the  body 
of  the  church,  but  equivocally.  So  Alexander  of  Ales, 
Hugo,  and  I  Aquinas,  as  they  are  quoted  by  Turrecremata; 
so  Petrus  i.  Soto,  Melchior  Canus,  and  others,  as  Bellarmine 
himself  confesses* ;  so  that  if  it  be  said  that  evil  men  are  in 
the  church,  it  is  true,  but  they  are  not  of  the  church ;  as  St. 
John's  expression  is  «  for  if  they  had  been  of  us,  they  would 
have  tarried  with  us:''  which  words  seem  to  be  of  the  same 
sense  with  those  fathers,  who  affirm  the  church  to  be  *  the 
number  of  the  predestinate,  whom  God  loves  to  the  end.' 
But  however,  ^  the  wicked  are  only  in  the  body  of  the  church, 
as  peccant  humours,  and  excrements,  and  hair,  and  putre- 
faction ;'  so  said  St.  Austin,  as  Bellarmine  quotes  him :  and 
the  same  thing,   in  almost  the  same  words,  is  set  down  by 

^  S.  Aug.  lib.  ii.  contr.  Crescen.  c.  21.  Vide  Eund.  lib.  ii.  contr.  Petit,  c. 
ult.  lib.  iv.  de  Bapt.  c.  3.  lib.  vi.  c.  3. 

i  Mali  quideiH  sunt  in  ecclesiS,  sed  non  de  ecclesia;  quia  mali  non  suntde 
regno  Dei,  sed  de  regno  diaboli.  Vide  etiam  Greg.  M.  lib.  xxviii.  gor.  Moral, 
c.  9.  Lib.  i.  c.  57.  apud  Bell.  lib.  ii.  c.  9.  De  EcclesiE  Mtlitante.  Tract.  2. 
in  epibt.  Johan.  Bellar.  ubi  suprd  sect.    Idem  Augustinus. 


Coster,    this    Jesuitic:    and    when    Bellarmine*    attempts    to 
answer  this  saying  of  St.  Austin,   he   says,   he  means  that 
**  the  wicked  are  not  in  the  church  in  the  same  manner  as 
the    godly  are:'*    that  is,   not  as  living    members:    whidht, 
though  it  be  put  in  the  place  of  an  answer,  to  amuse  the 
young  fellows  that  are  captivated  with  the  admirable  method 
of   ^  objectio*    and  /  solutio  ;^    yet    it    plainly  confesses    the 
point  in  question,  viz.  that  the  wicked  are  not  members  of 
Christ's  body ;  and  if  they  be  not,  then  to  them  belong  not 
the  privileges  and  promises  which  God  gave  and  promised  to 
his  church :  for  they  were  given  for  the  sake  of  the  saints 
only,  saith  St.  Austin;  and  Bellarmine  confesses  itm.     But 
I  need  not  be  digging  the  cisterns  for  this  truth;  Christ 
himsdf  hath  taught  it  to  us  very  plainly";    "Ye  are  my 
friends,  if  ye  do  whatsoever  I  command  you  :'*^  not  upon  any 
other  terms;    and  I   hope  none  but    friends   are   parts  of 
Christ's  mystical  body,  members  of  the  church  whereof  he  is 
head ;  and  the  only  condition  of  this  is,   "  if  we  do  what- 
soever Christ  commanded  us®."     And  that  this  very  blessing 
and  promise  of  knowing  and  understanding  the  will  of  God 
appertains   only  to   the   godly,    Christ    declares  in  the  very- 
next  words ;  "  Henceforth  I  call  you  not  servants ;  for  the 
servant  knoweth  not  what  his  Lord  doth ;  but  I  have  called 
you  friends,  for  all  things  I   have  heard  from  my  father  I 
have  made  known  unto  you.'"*      So  that,   being  the  friends 
of  God  is  the  only  way  to   know  the  will  of  God ;  none 
are  infallible  but  they  that  are  holy ;   and  they  shall  certainly 
be  directed  by  Christ,  and  the  spirit  of  Christ.     "  If  any  man 
will  do  his  will,  he  shall  know  of  the  doctrine,  whether  it 
be  of  God,  or  whether  1  speak  of  myself,''  said  our  blessed 
Lord'.     And  St.  John  said,  "  Ye  have  received  the  uncti<m 
from  above,  and  that  anointing  teacheth  you  all  things  i." 
The  spirit  of  God  is  the  great  teacher  of  all  truth  to  the 
church;  but  they  that  ^grieve  the' holy  spirit  of  God,'   they 
that  *  quench  the  spirit,'   they  that   «  defile  his  temple,'  from 
these  men  he  will  surely  depart :  that  '  he   shall  abide  with 
men  unto  the  end  of  the  world,'  is  a  promise  not  belonging 

k  Coster  Apolog.  pro  parte  36.  *  Enchirid.c.  12.  sect.  Qui  non. 

m  Ibid.  sect.  Respondeo,  Augustinum. 

n  John,  xiv.  2 1 ,  and  xv.  1 1.  »  John,  xiv.  1 5. 

p  John  vii.  17.  q  1  John,  ii.  27. 
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tp  them,  'but  to  tbfim  ^  that  k^p  hip  commandments/  The 
extei'nal  parts  of  religion  may  be  ministered  by  wicked 
persons,  and  by  wicked  pei^ons  may  be  received;  but  the 
spcrets  of  tb^  kingdom,  the  spirituf^l  excellencies  pf  the 
Gospfilf  that  is,  truth  and  boliness,  a  Sf^ving  a^d  an  m- 
r^rQvable  fiiith,  and  a^  iiidefeptible  love,  tp  be  united  to 
Christ,  and  to  be  members  of  his  body ;  these  ar^  the  portions 
of  saintPf  not  of  wicked  person^  wh0;he|r  plefgy  or  )aity. 
<^  The  mouth  of  the  just  b^gpth  forth  wisdop:),  mid  tt^^  lips 
of  the  right^us  know  whfit  is  acc^fitftble,^  §aid  ^fjpmo}^': 
but  when  we  consider  those  men  iBf ho  ^  detc^in  the  faith  j|i 
unrighteousness,'  it  is  i|p  wonder  that  Gpd  leay^s  t^^^  ^ 
gives  them  over  to  belieye  a  lie,  pnd  delivers  them  tp  tl)e 
sprit  pf  illusion ;  and,  then^or^  it  will  be  i^  tq  make  our 
faith  to  rely  upon  suc^^  dai^erous  foundf^tigns.  ^s  all  tiie 
principles  and  graces  oi  the  Gospel  are  the  propriety  of 
the  godly;  so  they  only  ^e  the  diurc^i  of  Qp43  of  whicti 
gk)rious  things  are  spqken,  and  it  wiU  b^  vain  (o  t^Uf  of  th^ 
infallibility  of  Qod's  church :  th^  J^man  doctors  eit^e^  ^ust 
copfess^  it  subjected  here,  that  is,  in  the  churc^i  in  this  seais^, 
or  they  can  find  it  nowhere.  Ip  shprt,  this  isi  th^  cliur^ 
(in  th^  sense  now  e^^plicated),  which  is  th^  ^  pillar  and  ground 
of  trutb  ;^  but  this  is  not  the  sense  pf  th^  chprch  of  ^Rofqe ; 
and,  therefore,  from  hence  they,  refusing  to  have  their 
learning)  can  ne;yer  pretend  wisely,  thfit  they  can  be  infal]ibly 
directed. 

We  have  seen  what  is  the  true  meaning  of  the  q^^urch  of 
God,  according  to  the  Scriptures,  and  fathers,  and  so^^m^times 
persons  formerly  in  the  ch^rch  of  Rbipe.  Ii^  the  uf  xt  plf^oe, 
let  us  see  what,  pow-^^d^s,  th^y  mean  bjy  thp  chv^^h,  with 
which  name  pr  word  tl^ey  so  much  abuse  the  wprlcl. 

1.  Therefore,  by  churph  sometimes  they  meai^  the  whole 
body  of  them  that  profess  Christianity :  ^  (^rqges  p^toribus 
adunatos,^  priest  and  people,  bishops  axid  theif  flocks,  all  oyer 
the  world,  upon  whom  the.  name  of  Christ  is  c^ed>  whether 
they  be  dead  in  sins,  or  alive  in  the  Spirit,  whether  gpod 
Christians  or  false  hypocrites:  but  all  the  number  pf  the 
baptized,  except  excommunicates,  that  are  since  cut  off, 
make  this  body. 

»•  ProY.x.  31. 
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Now  the  word  *  chureh/  I  grant,  may  and  ia  given  to 
them,  by  way  of  supposition  said  legal  preaumptum ;  as  • 
jury  of  twelve  men  are  called  <  good  men  and  true;^  ihaft  i% 
ihey  are  not  known  to  be  otherwise^  and,  tiberefiove,  presiuMd 
to  be  fluoh :  and  tbey  are  the  ekurcb  in  all  buman  aocounts; 
that  is,  they  are  the  congregaidon  of  all  that  profiBsa  the  name 
of  Christ)  of  whom  every  particular  that  ia  not  known  to  he 
wicked,  is  presumed  to  be  good;  and,  theref(Mrey  ia  stiU  pafrt 
of  the  external .  church ',  in  whieh  are  the  wheat  and  the 
tares;  and  they  are  bound  up  in  common  by  the  union  of 
sacraments  and  external  rite%  name^  and  profesdon;  but 
by  nothing  ebe.  This  doctrine  is  well  explicated  by  St* 
Auadn :  <<  That  is  not  the  body  of  Christ,  which  shall  not 
reign  with  him  for  ever.^^-^^And  yet  we  must  not  say  it  is 
bipartite  ;  but  it  is  either  true  or  mixed,  or  it  is  either  true  or 
fxnmtcrfeit ;  or  some  such  thing.  ^^  For  not  only  in  eteriMly^ 
but  even  now,  hypocrites  are  not  to  be  said  to  be  with  Christ, 
although  they  may  seem  to  be  of  his  chiiroh.  BxA  the 
Scripture  qieaks  of  those  and  these  as  if  they  were  both  of 
one  body,  '  propter  trasporalem  commixtionem  et  cammii-> 
nianem  aacramentorum  2^  they  ave  only  oombined  ^  by  41 
teaaporal  mixtion,  and  united  by  the  common  use  of  the 
sacoraments.'  "^  And  this,  to  my  sense,  all  the  chuithes  c4 
the  world  seem  to  say;  toe  when  they  excommunicate  a 
person,  then  they  throw  him  out  of  the  dnurcfa:  meaning, 
that  all  his  being  in  the  church  of  which  they  could  tako 
ec^goisance,  is  but  by  the  communion  of  sacraments  and 
external  society.  Now,  out  of  this  society  no  man  m^ti 
depart;  because,  although  a  better  union  with  Christ  and 
one  another  is  most  necessary,  yet  even  this  canK¥>t,  ougjht 
not,  to  be  neglected ;  for  by  the  outward,  the  inward  is  a^ 
forward  and  promoted:  and,  th^refore^  to  depart  from  the 
eixlevnal  communion  of  the  church,  upon  pvetence  that  tha 
wioked  are  mingled  with  the  godty,  is  IboliiBh  and  unreaacsi^ 
abfe  ^ ;  for  by  such  departing,  a  maa  is  not  sure  he  shall 
depart  from  all  the  wicked,  but  he  is  sure  he  shall  leave  the 
commuaic^  of  the  good,  who  are  mingled  in  the  ccanmon 

'  >        octr.  CsiM.  li^.  iii.  c  SS. 

^  Impediri  non  debet  fitdei  aut  caritas  nostra^  ut,  quoniam  zizania  esse  in 
ecclesii  cernimuB,  ipsi  de  ecclesifi  recedamus.  S.  Cypr.  lib.  iii.  ep.  3.  ad 
Maximttm.-<^ii,  ep«  51|  edit.  RigsHiso**. 
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mass  with  the  wicked;  or  else,  all  that^  which  we  call  the 
church  is  wicked.  And  what  can  such  men  propound  to 
themsetves  of  advantage,  when  they  certainly  forsake  the 
society  of  the  good,  for  an  imaginary  departure  from  the 
wicked;  and. after  all  the  care  they  can  take,  they  leave  a 
society  in  which  are  some  intemperate,  or  many  worldly 
men,  and  erect  a  congr^ation,  for  aught  they  know,  of  none 
but  hypocrites  P 

So  that  which  we  call  the  church  is  ^^  permixta  ecdesia," 
as  St.  Austin"  is  content  it  should  be  called,  ^^  a  mixed  as- 
sembly ;^^    and  for  this  mixture^    sake,  under   the    knot   of 
external  communion,  the  church,  that  is,  all  the  tympany,  is 
esteemed  one. body;  and  the  appellatives  are  made  in  com- 
mon, and  so  are  the  addresses,  and   offices  and  ministries ; 
because,  of  those  that  are  not  now,  some  wiU  be  good;  and 
a  great  many  that  are  evil,  are  undiscemibly  so ;  and  in  that 
communion   are  the  ways,   and  ministries,  and  engagements 
of  being  good ;  and  above  all,  in  that  society  are  all  those 
that  are  really  good ;  therefore  it  is  no  wonder,  that  we  call 
ibis  great  mixtion  by  the  name  of  ^  ecclesia,'  or  the  .'  church :' 
but  then,  since  the  church  hath  a  more  sacred  notion,  it  is  the 
spouse  of  Christ,  his  dove,  his  beloved,  his  body,  his  mem- 
bers, his  temple,  his  house  in  which  he  loves  to  dwell,  and 
which  shall   dwell  with   him   for   ever;  and   this  church  is 
known,  and  discerned,  and  lov^ed  by  God,  and  is  united  unto 
Christ:   therefore,  although,  when  we  speak  of  all  the  acts 
And  duties,  of  the  judgments  and  nomenclatures,  of  outwa^ 
appearances  and  accounts  of  law,  we  call  the  mixed  society 
liy  the  name  of  the  church :  yet  when  we  consider  it.  in  the 
true,   proper,  and  primary  meaning,  by  the  intention  of  .God, 
and  the  nature  of  the  thing,   and  the  intercourses  between 
God  and  his  church ;  all  the  promises  of  God,  the  Spirit  of 
God,  the  life  of  God,  and  all  the; good  things  of  God  are 
peculiar  to  the  church  of  God,  in  God's  sense,  in  the  way 
in  which  he  owns  it,  that  is,  as.it  is. holy,  united  unto  Christ, 
Bke  to  him,  and  partaker  of  the  Divine  nature.     The  other 
are  but  a  heap  of  men  keeping  good  company,  calling  them- 
selves by  a  good  name,  managing  the  external  parts  of  union 
and  ministry ;  but  because  they  otherwise  belong  not  to  God, 

"  Ubi  suprii 
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the  promises  no  otherwise  belong  to  them,  but  as  they  may, 
and  then  when  they  do;  return  to  Grod. 

Here  then  are  two  senses  of  the  word  *  church,'  God'^B 
sense,  and  man's  sense :  the  sense  of  rdigion,  and  the  sense  of 
government ;  common  rites  and  spiritual  union. 

II.  Having  now  laid  this  foundation,  that  none  but  the 
true  servants'"  of  Christ  make  the  true  church  of  Christ,  ai^ 
have  title  to  the  promises  of  Christ,  and  particularly  of  the 
Spirit  of  truth ;  and  having  observed  that  the  Roman  church 
relies  upon  the  church  under  another  notion  apd  definition* 
the  next  inquiry  is  to  be.  What  certainty  there  is  ci  finding 
truth  in  this  church,  and  in  what  sense  and  meaning  it  1%  that 
in  the  church  of  God  we  shall  be  sure  to  find  it. 
'    Of  the  church,  in  the  first  sense,    St.  Paul  affirms;  it  is 
"the  pillar  and   ground  of  truth '.''     He   spake  it  of  the 
churdi  of  Ephesus,   or  the  holy   catholic  church  over  the 
world ;  for  there  is  the  same  reason  of  one  and  all ;  if  it  be, 
as  St.  Paul  calls  it,  "  Ecclesia  Dei  vivi,"  if  it  be  united  to  the 
head  Christ  Jesus,  every  church  is  as  much  the  *  pillar  and 
ground  of  truth,'  as  all  the  church;  which  that  we  may  un- 
derstand rightly,  we  arp  to   ronaidpr  that  what  is  conm^only 
called  the  *  church,^  is  but  ^  domus  ecclesis?  verae,^  as  the  ^  ec* 
clesia  vera '  is  '  doinus  Dei  :'  it  is  the  school  of  piety,  the 
place  of  institution  and  discipline.      Good   and  bad  d^ell 
here;  but  God  only  and  his   Spirit  dwell  with   the  good. 
They  are  all  taught  in  the  church;  but'the  good  only  are 
S-eo^Jaxroi,  *  taught  by  God,'  by  an  infallible  Spirit,  that  is,- 
by  a  Spirit  which  neither  can  deceive  nor  be  deceived ;  and 
therefore  by  him  the  good,  and  they  only,  are  led  into  all 
saving  truth  ;  and  these  are  the  men  that  preserve  the  truth 
in  holiness.     Without  this  society,  the  truth  would  be  hidden 
and  held  in  unrighteousness ;  so  that  all  good  men,  all  par- 
ticular congregations  of  good  men,  who,  upon  the  foundation, 
Christ  Jesus,  build  the  superstructure  of  a  holy  life*,  ^  are  the 
pillar  and  ground  of  truth  i*  that  is,  they  support  and  defend 

ft 
*      ■  *    .     • 

*  In  ecclesi^  non  est  macula  aut  ruga ;  quia  peccatores^  donee  non  pouiitet 
eos  vitse  prions,  non  sunt  in  ecclesifi :  cum  autem  poenitet,  jam  sani  sunt. 
Patian  ep^  .^.  ep.  Symproniam. ' 

Idem  ait  S.  Hieron.  comment,  in  Ephes.  c.  S^.  Maculati  ab  eS.  [eccleiia] 
alieni  es'se  cenaentuij  nisi  rursum  pej:  pceoitentiam  fuerint  expurgati. 

y  1  Tim.  iii.  16, 16. 
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die  tfath>  diej  follow  Rod  adorn  the  truth;   which  truth 
would  in  a  little  time  be  suppressed^  or  obscured,  or  varied, 
t^  oonoealed,  and  niisbtGrpteted,  if  the  wicked  only  had 
k  bBL  their  conduct     That,  is :  among  good  men  we  are  most 
like  to  find  the  wajs  of  peace  and  truth,  all  saving  truth, 
and  the  prcyper  spiritual  advantages  and  loveliness  of  truth. 
Now  then,  this  does  no  more  relate  to  all  churches,  than  to 
every  churdi.     Qod  will  no  more  leave  or  forsake  any  one  of 
bis  ftdthfbl  servants,  than  he  will  forsake  all  the  world.     And 
iheref<Ae  here  the  notion  of  cathcdio  is  c^  no  use:  for  the 
church  is  the  communion  of  saints,  wherever  it  be,  or  may 
be;  and  that  this  church  is  catholic,  it  does  not  mean  by 
any  distinct  existence;    but  by  comprehensicHi  and   actual 
and  potential  enclosure  ci  all  commissions  of  holy  people 
t  in  the  unity  of  the  spirit,  and  in  the  band  of  peace  ;^  that  is, 
both  externally    and   internally :    *  Externally^    means   the 
common  use  of  the  symbols  and  sacraments;  for  they  are 
the  band  of  peace ;  but  the  unity  of  the  Spirit  is  the  peculiar 
of  the  saints,  and  is  the  internal  confederation  and  conjunc- 
tfon  of  the  members  of  Christ^s  body  in  themselves,  and  to 
their  head.     And  by  the  energy  of  this  state,  wherever  it 
happens  to  be,  all  the  blessings  of  the  Spirit  are  entailed; 
every  man  hath  his  share  in  it,  he  shall  never  be  left  ot 
forsaken ;  and  the  Spirit  of  Ood  will  never  depart  from  him, 
as  long  as  he  remains  in,  and  is  of,  the  communiott  of  saints. 
But  this  promise  is  made  to  him  only  as  he  if  part  of  this 
communion,  that  is,  of  the  body  of  Christ ;    '  Membrum 
divulsum,'  if  a  limb  be  cut  off  from  the  union  of  the  body,  it 
dies.    No  man  belongs  to  God  but  he  that  is  of  this  com- 
munion; but  therefore  the  greater  the  communion  is,  the 
more  abundance  of  the  Spirit  thqr  shall  receive;  as  thaie  is 
more  wisdom  in  many  wise  men,  than  in  a  few ;  and  since 
every  angle  church  or  convention  receives  it  in  the  virtue  of 
the  whole  ohurdi,  that  is,  in  conjunction  with  the  body  of 
Chriflt;   it  is  the  whide  body  to  whom  this  appeUative  be- 
longs, that  she  is  the  <  pillar  and  ground  of  truth.'     But  as 
every  member  receives  life  and  nourishment,  and  is  alive, 
and  is  defended  and  {HTovided  for,  by  the  head  and  stomach, 
as  truly  and  really  as  the  whole  body :  so  it  is  in  the  church; 
every  member  preserves  the  saving  truth,  and  every  member 
lives  imtQ  God,  and  so  bng  as  they  do  so  they  shall  never 
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be  forsaken  by  the  spirit  of  God ;  and  this  is  to  every  man 
As  really  as  to  every  church ;  and  therefore  every  good  man 
hath  his  share  in  this  appellative ;   and  th^  saints  of  Vienna 
and  Lyons  called  Attains  the  Martyr,  '<  a  pillar  and  ground 
of  the  churches '  ;^  and  truly  he  seems  to  have  been  a  man 
that  was  fully  grounded  in  the  truth,  one  that  hath  built  his 
house  upon  a  rock,  One  with  whom  truth  dwells,  to  whom 
Chtist,  the  fountain  of  truth,  will  come  and  dwell  with  him ; 
fbt  he  hath  built  lipdn  the  foundation,  Christ  Jesus  being  the 
chief  comer-stone ;  and  thus  Attains  was  a  pillar,  one  upon 
whose  strength  others  were  made  more  confident,  bold,  and 
firm   in  their  persuasion;   he  was  one  of  the  pillars  that 
helped  to*  [support  the  Christian  faith,  and  church ;  and  yet 
no  man  supposes  that  Attains  was  Infallible ;  but  so  it  is  in 
the  case  of  every  particular  church  as  really  as  of  the  catholic, 
that  ii3,  as  to  all   churches;    for  that  is  the  meaning  of  the 
word  catholic;    not  that  it  signifies  a  distinct  being  from  a 
partiiiular  church ;  and  if  taken  abstractedly,  nothing  is  ef- 
fected by  the  word;    but  if  taken  distributively,  then  it  is 
useful,  and  material,  for  it  signifies,  that,  in  every  congrega- 
tion, "  where  two  or  three  are  gathered  in  the  name  of  Christ, 
God  is  in  the  midst  of  them"^'  with  his  blessing  and  with  his 
Spirit ;  It  is  so  *  in  all  the  churches  of  the  saints ;'  and  in  all 
of  them,  as  long  as  they  remain  such,  the  truth  and  faith  is 
cenainly  preserved.     But  then  that  in  the  apostolical  creed 
the  church  is  recommended  under  the  notion  of  catholic,  it 
is  of  great  use  and  excellent  mystery,  for  by  it  we  under- 
stand, that  in  all  ages  there  is,  and  in  all  places  there  may 
be,  a  church  or  Collection  of  true  Christians;  and  this  catholic 
iShxxtch  cannot  fdil ;  that  is,  all  particular  churches  shall  not 
fidl ;  fdt  still  it  is  to  be  observed,  there  is  no  church  catholic 
i^eially  distinct  from  all  particular   churches;    and   therefore 
thefe  is  no  promise  made  to   it  church  in  the  capacity  of 
being  catholic  or  universal ;  for  that  which  hath  no  distinct 
being  c&n  have  no  distinct  promises^  no .  distinct  capacities, 
but  the   promises  are  made   to  all  churches  and  to  every 
chufch :  only  there  is  this  in  it,  if  any  church,  of  one  deno- 

^  Apod  Euaeb.  Eccles.  HiKt.  lib.  V.  c.  I. 
*  Ptito  qdod  coDvenieziter  hi^  qui  ejnscopattim  bene  administrant  in  ecclesie, 
*  trabes'  dicj  possunt,  qutbus  suatentatur  et  tegitui  omne  sedificLum      Origcn. 
Homil.  iu  Cantica. 
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mjnation  shall  be  cut  off, ,  other  bmnches  shall  stand  by  faith, 
and  still  be  in  the  vine ;  the  church  of  God  cannot  be  without 
Christ  their  head,  and  the  head  will  not  suffer  his  body  to 
perish.  Thus  I  understand  the  meaning  of  the  church'*s 
being  *  the.  pillar  and  ground  of  truth.'  Just  as  we  may  say, 
human  understanding,  and  the  experience  of  mankind,  is  the 
piDar  and  ground  of  true  philosophy ;  but  there  is  no  suuh 
abstracted  being  as  human  understanding,  distinct  from  the 
understanding  of  all  individual  men.  Every  universal  is  but 
an  intentional  or  notional  being:  so  is  the  word  catholic 
relating  to  the  church,  if  it  be  understood  as  something 
separated  from  all  particular  churches;  and  I  do  not  find 
that  it  is  any  other  ways  used  in  Scripture  than  in  the  distri- 
butive sense.  So  St.  Paul,  "  The  care  of  all  the  chprches  is 
upon  me  f'  that  is,  he  was  the  apostle  of  the  catholic  church 
of  the  Gentiles :  and  so  "I  teach  in  all  the  churches  of  the 
saints :"  and  in  this  sense  it  is,  that  I  say,  the  apostles  have, 
in  the  creed,  comprehended  all  the  Christian  world,  all  the 
congregations  of  Christ's  servants,  in  the  word  *  catholic' 

But  then  2.  It  is  to  be  considered  that  this  epithet  of 
the  church  to  be  the  *  pillar  and  ground  of  truth'  is  to  be 
understood,  to  signify  in  opposition  to  all  religions  that  were 
not  Christian.  The  implied  antithesis  is  not  of  the  whole  to 
its  parts,  but  of  kind  to  kind ;  it  is  not  so  called  to  distin- 
guish it  from  conventions  of  those  who  disagree  in  the  house 
of  God,  but  from  those  that  are  out  of  the  house ;  meaning 
that  whatever  pretences  of  religion  the  Gentile  temples,  or 
the  Jewish  synagogues  could  make,  truth  could  not  be  found 
among  them,  biit  only  in  those  who  are  assembled  in  the 
name  of  Christ,  who  profess  his  faith,  and  are  of  the  Christian 
religion:  for  they  alone  can  truly  pretend  to  be  the  con- 
servers  of  truth ;  to  them  only  now  are  committed  the  oracles 
of  God,  and  if  these  should  fail,  truth  would  be  at  a  loss,  and 
not  be  found  in  any  other  assemblies.  In  this  sense  St.  Paul 
spake  usefully  and  intelligibly ;  for  if  the  several  conventions 
of  separated  and  disagreeing  Christians  should  call  them- 
selves, as  they  do  and  always  did,  the  '  church  ;'  the  question 
would  be,  which  were  the  church  of  God ;  and  by  this  rule 
you  were  never  the  nearer  to  know  where  truth  is  to  be 
found :  for  if  you  say, '  in  the  church  of  God,' — several  pretend 
to  it,  who  yet  do  not  teach  the  truth  :  and  then  you  must  find 
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out  what  is  truth,  before  you  find  the  church.  .  But  when  the 
diorches  of  Cbrigtians  are  dUtinguished  from  the  assemblies 
of  Jews,  and  Turks,  and  heathens ;  she  is  visible  and  dis- 
tinguishable and  notorious:  and,  therefore,  they  that  love  the 
truth  of  God,  the  saving  truth  that  makes  us  wise  unto  salva- 
tion, must  become  christians;  and  in  the  assemblies  of  Chris- 
tians they  must  look  for  it  as  the  proper  repository,  and  there 
they  shall  find  it. 

S.  But  then  it  is  also  considerable,   what  truth  that  is, 
of  which   the    church  of  the   living    God  is  the  pillar  and 
ground?     It    is   only   of  the   eaving   truth   of  the   Gospel, 
that  whereby  they  are  made  members  of  Christ,  the  house 
of  God,  the  temples  of  the  Holy  Spirit.     For  the  spirit  of 
God  being  the  churches  teacher,  he  will  teach  us  to  avoid 
evil  and  to  do  good,  to  be  wise  and  simple,  to  be  careful  and 
profitable,   to  know  God,   and  whom   he  hath   sent,   Jesus 
Christ, — ^to  increase  in  the  knowledge  and  love  of  them,  to 
be  peaceable  and  charitable,   but  not  to  entertain  ourselves 
and  our  "  weak   brethren  with   doubtful  disputations,^   but 
to  keep   dose   to   the  foundation,   and  to  superstruct  upon 
that  a  holy  life ;    that  is,  God   teaches  his  church  the  way 
of  salvation,    that  which  is    necessary,    and  that  which  is 
useful  bIs  o2xo$opL^v  mor^ws  xai  dydnvts^  that  ^'  which  will  make 
us  wise  unto  salvation.^^     But  in  this  school  we  are  not  taught 
curious  questions,  unedifying  notions,  to  untie  knots  which 
interest  and  vanity,  which  pride  and  covetousness  have  intro- 
duced; these  are  taught  by  the  devil,  to  divide  the  church« 
and   by  busying   them  in   that  which  profits  not^   to  make 
them  neglect  ^the  wisdom  of  God  and  the    holiness  of  the 
spirit.      And  we  see  this  truth   by  the  experience  of  above 
1500  years.     The   churches   have  troubled  themselves  with 
infinite  variety  of  questions,  and  divided  their  precious  unity, 
and    destroyed  diarity,   and   instead   of  contending   against 
the   devil   and  all  his  crafty  methods,  they  have  contended 
against  one  another,   and  excommunicated  one  another,  and 
anathematized  and  damned  one  another ;  and  no  man  is  the 
better  after  all,    but   most  men  are  very  much  the  worse; 
and    the    churches  are    in    the  world    still    divided    about 
questions    that    commenced    twelve  or  thirteen  ages  since; 
and  they  Me  like  to  be  so  for  ever,  till  Elias  come ;  which 
sjiows  plainly,  that  God  hath  not  interested  himself  in  the 
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revektiotis  of  such  things;   and  thdt  he  hath  given  us  Ho 
means  of  ending  them,   but  charitj,   and  A  return  to  the 
simple  ways  of  faith.    And  this  is  yet  the  mote  considerable, 
because  men  are  so  far  from  finding  out  a  way  to  end  the 
questions  they  have  made,   that  the  very  ways  of  ending 
tjiem,   which  they  propounded  to  themselves,   ate  now  be- 
come the  greatest  questions;   and  consequently  themselves, 
and  all  their  other  unnecessary  questions,  are  indeterminable: 
their  very  remedies  have  increased  the  disease.     And  yet  we 
may  obserre,  that  God*s  ways  are  not.  like  ours,  and  that  his 
ways  are  the  ways  of  truth  and  everlasting ;  he  hath  by  his 
wise  providence  preserved  the  plain  places  of  Scriptut«,  and 
the  apostle^s  creed,  in   all   churches,    to  be  the  rule   and 
measure   of  that    faith,  by  which  the  churches  are    saved, 
and  which  is  only  that  means  of  the  unity  6f  spirit,'  which 
is  in  the  band  of  peace  in  matters  of  belief.    And  what  have 
the   churches    done  since?     To  what  necessary  truths  are 
they,   after  all  their  clampers,  advanced,  since  the  apostles 
left  to  them  that  ru^/ror  SiJax^r  that  sound  *  form  of  wotds 
and  *  doctrine?*     What   one    great   thing  is   there  beyond 
this,  in  which  they  all  agree,  or  in  which  they  can  be  brought 
to  agree?     He  that  wisely  observes  the  ways  of   God,  and 
the  ways   of  man,  will  easily  perceive  that  6od*s  goodness 
prevails  over  all  the  malice  and  all  the  follies  of  mankind ; 
and  that  nothing  is  to  be  relied  upon  as  a  rule  of  truth, 
and  the  ways  of  peace,  but  what  Christ  hath  plainly  taught, 
and  the  apostles  from  him ;  for  he  alone  *  is  the  author  and 
finisher  of  our  faith ;  he  began  it,  and  we  perfected  it ;   and 
unless  God  had  mightily  preserved  it,  we  had  spoiled  it* 

Now,  to  bring  all  this  home  to  the  present  inquiry.  The  event 
and  intendment  of  the  premises  is  this.     They  who,  slighting 
the  plain  and  perfect  rule  of  Scripture,  rely  upon  the  church 
as  an  infallible  guide  of  faith,  and  judge  of  questions;  either 
by  the  church,  mean   the  congregation  and  communion  of 
saints,  or  the  outward  church  mingled  of  good  and  bad ; 
and  this  is  intended  either  to  mean  a  particular  church  c^ 
one  name;   or  by  it  they    understand  the  catholic  church. 
Now,  in, what  sense  soever  they  depend  upon  the  church 
for  decision  of  questions,  expecting  an  infallible  determina* 
tion    and   conduct;    the  church    of    Rome    will    find  she 
relies  upon  a  reed  of  Egypt,  or  at  least  a  stafi^  of  wood.    If 
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by  the  diurdi  they  mean  the  oommuiiion  ci  sionts  only, 
though  the  persons  of  men  be  visible,  yet,  because  their 
dislinctiye  cognizance  is  invisible,  they  can  never  see  their 
guide;  and,  therefore,  they  can  never  know  whether  they 
go  light  or  wrong.  And  the  sad  pressure  of  this  argument 
Bellarmine  saw  well  enough :  ^<  It  is  necessary  (saidi  he^) 
it  should  be  infallibly  certain  to  us,  which  assembly  of 
men  is  the  church.  For,  since  the  Scriptures,  traditions, 
and  plainly  all  doctrines  depend  on  the  testimony  of  the 
churdb,  unless  it  be  most  sure  which  is  the  true  church, 
all  things  will  be  wholly  uncertain^  But  it  cannot  appear 
to  us  which  is  the  true  church,  if  internal  faith  be  re- 
quired of  every  member  or  part  of  the  church/'  Now, 
how  necessary  true  saving  faith,  or  holiness  is  (which 
Bdlarmine  calls  *  internal  faith"*),  I  rdSer  myself  to  the 
premises.  It  is  not  the  churdi,  unless  the  members 
of  the  churdi  be  members  ot  Christ,  living  members; 
for  the  church  is  truly  Chriat^s  living  body.  And  yet, 
if  they  by  church  mean  any  thing  else,  they  cannot 
be  assured  of  an  infallible  guide;  for  all  that  are  not 
the  true  servants  of  God,  have  no  promise  of  the  abode 
of  the  spirit  of  truth  with  them :  so  that  the  true  church 
cannot  be  a  public  judge  of  questions  to  men,  because  Grod 
only  knows  her  numbers  and  her  members :  and  the  church, 
in  the  other  sense,  if  she  be  made  a  judge,  she  is  very  likely 
to  be  deceived  herself;  and  therefore,  cannot  be  relied  upon 
by  you;  £9r  the  promise  of  an  infallible  spirit,  the  spirit 
of  truth>  was  never  made  to  any  but  to  the  communion  of 
smDkB»  S.  If  by  the  church  you  mean  any  particular  church, 
wludi  will  you.  choose;  since  every  such  church  is  esteemed 
fallible?  But  if  you  mean  the  catholic  church;  then,  if 
you  mean  her,  an  abstracted  separate  being,  from  all  par- 
ticulars, you  pursue  a  doud,  and  fall  in  love  with  an  idea, 
and  a  cMld  oi  fancy ;  but  if  by  ^  catholic*  you  mean  all 
part^oular  churches  in  the  world;  then,  though  truth  does 
safiaUibly  dwell  amongst  them,  'yet  you  can  never  go  to 
sdMxol  to  them  all  to  learn  it,«— in  such  questions,  which 
«re  curious  and  unnecessary,  and  by  which  the  salvation 
of  souls  is  not  promoted,  and  on  which  it  does  not  rely ; 

^  ^b«  iii.  de  Eco).  milit.  cap.  10.  Sect.  Ad  hoc^  neoeiMie  est. 
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not  only  because  God  never  intended  his  saints  and  servants 
should  have  an  infallible  spirit,  so  to  no  purpose;  but,  also, 
because  no  man  can  hear  what  all  the  Christians  of  the  world 
do  say,  no  man  can  go  to  them,  nor  consult  with  them  all ;  nor 
ever  come  to  the  knowledge  of  their  opinions  and  particulf  r 
sentiments.  And,  therefore,  in  this  inquiry,  to  talk  of  the 
church  in  any  of  the  present  significations,  is  to  make  use  of  a 
word  that  hath  no  meaning,  serving  to  the  end  of  this  great 
inquiry. 

Ill,  The  church  of  Rome,  to  provide  for  this  necessity, 
have  thought  of  a  way  to  find  out  such  a  chyrch  as  may 
salve  this  phoenomenon:  and  by  church  they  mean  the 
*  representation  of  a  church :  *  the  *  church  r^resentative' 
is  this  infallible  guide ;  the  clergy,  they  are  the  church, — ^the 
teaching  and  the  judging  church.  And  of  these,  we  may 
better  know  what  is  truth  in  all  our  questions;  for  their 
lips  are  to  preserve  knowledge;  and  they  are  to  rule  and 
feed  the  rest ;  and  the  people  must  require  the  law  from 
them;  "  and  must  follow  their  fguth*^." — Indeed,  this  was 
a  good  way  once,  even  in  the  days  of  the  apostles,  who 
were  faithful  stewards  of  the  mysteries  of  God.  And  the 
apostolical  men,  the  first  bishops  who  did  preach  the  faith, 
tind  lived  accordingly,  these  are  to  be  remembered,  that  is, 
their  lives  to  be  transcribed,  their  faith,  and  perseverance 
iii  faith,  is  to  be  imitated.  To  this  purpose  is  that  of  St. 
Irenaeus  to  be  understood**:  "  Tantae  ostensiones  cum  sint, 
non  oportet  adhuc  quserere  apud  alios  veritatem,  quam  facile 
est  ab  ecclesia  sumere:  cum  apostoli,  quasi  in  repositorium 
dives,  plenissime  in  eam  contulerint  omnia,  quae  sint  veritatis,. 
libi  omnis,  quicunque  velit,  sumat  ex  e^  potum  vitae. .  Haec 
€»t  enim  vitae  introitus.  Omnes  autem  reliqui  fures  sunt 
et  ktrones,  propter  quod  oportet  devitaire  quidem  illos.''  As 
long  as  the  apostles  lived,  as  long  as  those  bishops  lived,  who 
being  their  disciples,  did  evidently  and  notoriously  teach 
the  doctrine  of  Christ,  and  w^e  of  tliat  communion;  so 
long  they,  that  is,  the  apostolical  churches,  were  a  sure 
way  to  follow ;  because  it  was  known  and  confessed,  these 
clergy  guides  had  an  infallible  unerring  spirit.  But  as  the 
church  hath  decayed  in  discipline,  and  charity  hath  waxen 

^  Heb.  xiii.  7.  d  Lib.  iii.  cap.  8.  in  principip. 
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dokl,  and  faith  is  become  interest  and  disputation,  this  counsel 
of  the  apostle,  and  these  words  of  St.  Irenaeus  come  off  still 
the  fainter.  But  now  here  is  a  new  question,  viz.  whether  the 
rulers  of  the  church  be  the  church,  that  church  which  is  *  the 
pillar  and  ground  of  truth ;'  whether,  when  they  represent 
the  diffusive  church,  the  promises  of  an  indeficient  faith,  ond 
the  perpetual  *  abode  of  the  holy  spirit,'  and  his  *  leading  into 
all  truth,'  and  ^  teaching  all  things,'  does  in  propriety  belong 
to  them  ?  For,  if  they  do  not,  then  we  are  yet  to  seek  for  an 
infallible  judge,  a  church  on  which  our  faith  may  rely  with 
certainty  and  infallibility. 

In  answer  to  which  I  find,  that,  in  Scripture,  the  word 
'  ecclesia^  or  *  church'  is  taken  in  contra-distinction  from 
the  clergy ;  but  never  that  it  is  used  to  signify  them  alone. 
^^  Then  it  fdeased  the  apostles  and  the  elders  with  the  whole 
church,  to  choose  men  of  their  own  company*,"  &c.  And 
''  the  Holy  Ghost  hath  made  you  overseers  to  feed  the 
church  of  God*^."  And  Hilarius  Diaconus  observes*,  that 
the  apdstle  to  the  church  of  Colossus  sent  by  them  a  message 
to  their  bii^op :  "  Prsepoatum  illorum  per  eos  ipsos  com- 
monet,  ut  sit  soUicitus  de '  salute  ipsorum ;  et  quia  plebis 
solius  scribitur  epistola,  ide6  non  ad  rectorem  ipsorum 
destinata  est,  sed  ad  ecclesiam:"  observing  that  the  bishop 
is  the  ruler  of  the  church,  but  his  flock  is  that,  which  he 
intended  only  to  signify  by  ^  the  church.'  The  clergy,  in 
their  public  capacity,  are  not  *  the  church,'  but  the  *  rulers 
of  the  church;'  *  ecclesiastici,'  but  not  '  ecclesia;'  they 
are  denominatives  of  the  church ;  bishops  and  pastors  of 
the  church:  and  in  their  personal  capacity,  are  but  parts, 
and  members  of  the  church ;  and  are  never  in  the  New 
Testament  called  *  the  church'  indefinitely;  and  this  is  so 
notorious  and  evident  in  Scripture,  that  it  is  never  pretended 
otherwise,  but  in  xviii.  of  St.  Matthew,  **Dic  ecclesiae;"  "  If 
thy  brother  offend  thee,  rebuke  him ;  and  then,  before  two 
or  three ; "  and,  if  he  neglect  them,  '*  tell  it  unto  the  church  ;** 
that  is,  to  *  the  rulers  of  the  church,'  say  the  Roman  doctors. 

But  this  cannot  be  directly  so,  for  e^clesia  or  church  is 
the  highest  degree  of  the  sattne  ascent;  first  in  private,  to 
one  of  the   church    surely,    for  they  had   no   society  with 

«  Act.  XV.  22.  ^  Act.  M.  28.  -  «  InCol.iv.  16. 
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my  else,  espedally  in  tlie  matter  of  firaternal  carraptl(m; 
then  in  the  eompmy  of  some  few,  of  the  oburob  «tiU;  fev 
*  Qot  to  heathens:'  and  at  last,  ^  of  the  whole  church T  that 
in,  of  all  the  brethren  in  your  public  assembly;  this  is  a 
natural  climax;  and  it  19  made  more  than  probable,  by 
the  naUure  of  the  punishment  of  the  inoorrigible ;  they  be* 
come  as  heathen,  because  they  have  slighted  the  irhde 
ohurdi ;  and,  therefore,  are  not  to  be  reckoned  as  any  part 
of  the  i^urob.  And,  then,  lastly,  this  being  an  advice  given 
to  St*  Peter,  and  the  other  apoetles;  that  they,  in  this 
case,  should  ^  tell  the  church ;'  by  the  dburcb^  mu8t  be 
m^ant  something  distinct  from  the  clei^y,  who  are  not  here 
commuided  to  tell  themselves  alone,  but  the  whole  oon- 
gr^ation  of  elders  and  brethren,  that  is,  of  dei^  and 
people.  It  is  not  to  be  denied,  but  eveiy  national  church, 
whereof  the  king  is  always  understood  to  be  the  supr^ne 
Governor,  may  change  ttij^r  form  of  Judicature,  in  thmgs 
(I  mean)  *  that  are  without;'  that  is,  such  things  whidh 
are  not  immediately  by  Christ,  Intrusted  to  the  sole  conduct 
of  the  biceps  and  priests,  sudbi  as  are  th^  ministry  of  the 
word  and  sacraments,  and  the  immediate  cure  of  souk* 
Coqceri;iing  other  things,  St.  Paul  gave  order  to  the  Cedn- 
thians,  that  in  the  cases  of  law,  and  matters  of  secular 
division  ypcm  interest,  which  the  apostle^  calla  f/«irM«  ii/iinV'Mv, 
"  those  who  are  least  esteemed  in  the  church"  shcwdd  he 
appointed  to  judge  between  them  by  way  of  reference; 
but,  by  the  way,  this  does  not  authorize  the  rulers  of 
churches,  the  pastors  and  bishops  to  intermeddle;  for  they 
are  "  most  esteemed,''  that  is,  the  *  principals'  in  the  church) 
but  then  this  very  thing  proves,  that  the  xqivipm^  or  the 
duty  and  '  right  cf  judging,'  is  in  the  whole  chun:h  cf  the 
saints ;  p^x  QXictr^  8t«  oI  iym  xoff^oy  x^ivoDw ;  **  Know  ye  not 
that  the  saints  shall  judge  the  wprii?'*  that  is,  the  dmrch 
hath  the  power  of  judging;  and  it  is  yet  mofe  plain,  becauas 
he  calls  upon  the  church  pf  Corinth  to  del^ate  tjaa  judi, 
cature,  this  xpirripkov  IXax'^'Toy,  this  little,  *  this  least  judgment,^ 
though  now  it  is  esteemed  the  greatest;  but  Httle  or  graat, 
»qs&/j€W,  « do  you  appcnnt'  the  judges;  those  that  are  least 
^ateemedf    And  for  other  things  they  may  appoint  giealer 

^  lOQr.vi.  )^S,4. 
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jpdgea,  liod  put  their  power  in  exeoutiim  by  audi  utiniatriilv, 
wbicb  e^^  better  dope  by  pne  or  q.  by  few  peraoas,  thim  by 
a  whole  multitude ;  who,  in  the  deeleuaou  of  piety,  would 
]»ther  9uJce  tufnults  than  wise  judgmesta.  And  upon  thb 
ajT^Qunt,  though  for  a  long  tune  the  people  did  inteveat 
themselves  in  public  judicatures,  and  even  in  eleetiona  of 
bighopai  which  were  matters  greater  than  any  of  the  0icinnxi 
^Qir^pMt  and  this,  St.  Cyprian  saids  waa  their  due»  by  diviiie 
right)  (let  him  answer  fbr  the  expression)  yet,  in  these  affaira, 
the  pec^le  were  also  conducted,  and  sq  ought  to  be^  by 
their  plergy«  guides,  who,  by  their  abilities  to  perauade  and 
govern  them,  were  the  fittest  for  the  exe^uticm  of  that 
pow^.  But  then,  that  whiph  I  say  is  thia>  that  this  word 
*  ^e^,'  or  <  church/  signifying  this  judicatory,  does  not 
Signify  the  clergy,  aa  distinct  from  their  fiocka ;  and  there 
\s  i)ot  auy  instance  in  the  New  Testament  to  any  sueh  pinv- 
posie;  and  yet>  that  the  clergy  may  also  reaaonably,  but^ 
with  a  metonymy,  be  represented  by  the  word  <  diurch,^ 
is  very  true ;  but  this  is  only  by  the  change  of  words  and 
their  first  significations.  They  are  the  fittest  to  order  and 
conduct  the  eKx'K'riaUarii^a  Hpnipio^y  ^  the  whole  ecclesiastical 
judipatvire/  ^^  Ut  omnis  aetus  ecclesiee  per  pr^poaitas  guberr 
uetvu?,^'  it  is  St.  Cyrian^si^  expressiou ;  '^  That  whatever  act 
the  church  intends  to  do,  it  should  be  gpverned  by  their 
rulers ;"  viz.,  by  consent,  by  preaching,  by  exhortation,  by 
reasqp,  and  experience^  aud  better  knowledge  of  things: 
b\it  the  pepple  are  to  stand  or  fall  at  these  judicatoriea,  not 
bep^use  God  hath  given  them  the  judgment  of  an  infallible 
spi^itjpore  than  to  the  whole  church  or  congregation ;  but  be« 
cfiuse  they  are  fittest  to  dp  it,  and  for  many  other  great  reasons* 
iVnd  this  i^ppears,  without  contradiction,  true;  because,  even 
the  decrees  of  general  councils  bind  not,  but  as  they  are  ac- 
cepted by  the  several  churches  iu  their  respective  districts  and 
dioceses :  of  which  I  am  tp  giv^  an  account  in  the  foDowing 
periods: 

But  if  this  thing  were  otherwise ;  yet  if  by  the  church 
they  understand  the  clergy  only,  it  must  be  all  the  clergy 
that  must  be  the  judge  of  spiritual  questions ;  for  no  example 
^  pfferfd  from  the  New  Testament,  no  instance  can  he  pro* 

I  Vide  S.  Cypr,  ep.  68.  82.  28.  k  J^piM,  27. 
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du6^  that  by  'eccleda'  is  meant  the  *  clergy,^  and  by  f clergy* 
is  meant  only  '  a  part  of  the  clergy  ;*  these  cannot  in  any 
s^ise  be  the  catholic  church ;  and  then,  if  this  sense  were 
obtained  by  the  church  of  Rome,  no  man  were  the  better,  un- 
less all  the  bishops  and  priests  of  the  world  were  consulted  in 
their  questions. 

4.  They,  therefore,  think  it  necessary  to  do  as  God  did 
to  Gideon^s  army ;  they  will  not  make  use  of  all,  but  send 
away  the  multitude,  and  retain  the  10,000 ;  and  yet  because 
these  are  too  many  to  overthrow  the  Midianites,  they  reduce 
them  to  800.  The  church  must  have  a  representative ;  but 
this  shall  be  of  a  select  number :  a  few,  but  enough  to  make 
a  council;  a  general  council  is  the  church  representative^; 
and  it  is  pretended  here,  they  can  set  their  foot,  and  stand 
fast  upon  infallibility;  for  all  the  promises  made  to  the 
churdi,  are  crowded  into  the  tenure  and  possession  of  a 
general  council :  and,  therefore,  ^  Die  ecclesiae*  is  *  Tell  it 
to  the  council,*  that  is  the  church,  said  a  great  expositor  of 
the  canon  law. 

This  indeed  is  said  by  very  many  of  the  Roman  doc- 
tors, but  not  by  all ;  and,  therefore,  this  will  at  first  seem 
but  a  trembling  foundation,  and  themselves  are  doubtful 
in  their  confidences  of  it ;  and  there  is  an  insuperable  pre- 
judice laid  against  it,  by  the  title  of  the  first  general  coun- 
cil that  ever  was ;  that,  I  n^ean,  of  Jerusalem"*,  where  the 
apostles  were  presidents,  and  the  presbyters  were  assistants, 
but  the  church  was  the  body  of  the  council,  **  When  they 
were  come  to  Jerusalem,  they  were  received  of  the  church, 
and  of  the  apostles  and  elders  :^ — And  again ;  "  then  it 
pleased  the  apostles  and  elders  with  the  church  to  send 
chosen  men:"  and  they  did  so,  they  sent  a  decretal,  with 
this  style ;  «  The  apostles,  and  elders,  and  brethren,  send 
greeting  to  the  brethren  which  are  of  the  Gentiles." — ^Now 
no  man  doubts  but  the  spirit  of  infallibility  was  in  the 
apostles;  and  yet  they  had  the  consent  of  the  church  in 
the  decree ;  which  church  was  the  company  of  the  con- 
verted brethren;  and  by  this  it  became  a  rule:  certainly, 
it  was  the  first  precedent,  and  therefore  ought  to  be  the 
measure  of  the  rest,  and  this  the  rather  because  from  hence 

*  Archidtoc.  in  cap.  Pracipue  11 .  q.  S.  m  Acls,  xv.  4,  29,  23. 
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the  ,  succeeding  councils  have  derived .  their  sacramental 
sanction,  of  ^  Visum  est  Spiritui  Sancto  et  nobis  :^  now  as 
it  was  the  first,  so  it  was  the  only  precedent  in  Scripture ; 
and  it  was  managed  by  the  apostles,  and,  therefore,  we  can 
have  no  other  warrant  of  an  authentic  council  but  this; 
and  to  think  that  a  few  of  the  rulers  of  churches  should 
be  a  just  representation  of  the  church,  for  infallible  deter- 
mination of  all  questions  of  faith,  is  no  way  warranted  in 
Scripture:  and  there  is  neither  here,  nor  any  where  else, 
any  word  or  .commission,  that  the  church  ever  did,  or  could, 
delegate  the  Spirit  to  any  representatives,  or  pass  infalli- 
bility by  a  commission  or  letter  of  attorney:  and,  there- 
fore, to  call  a  general  <  council^  the  churqh,  or  to  think  that 
all  the  privileges  and  graces  given  by  Christ  to  his  church 
is  there  in  a  part  of  the  church,  is  wholly  without  warrant  or 
authority. 

But  this  is  made  manifest  by  matter  of  fact ;  and  the 
church  never  did  intend  to  delegate  any  such  power,  but 
always  kept  it  in  her  own  hand;  I  mean  the  supreme  judi- 
ca.ture,  both  in  faith  and  discipline.  I  shall  not  go  far  for 
instances,  but  observe  some  in  the  Roman  church  itself, 
which  are  therefore  the  more  remarkable,  because  in  the 
time  of  her  reign,  general  councils"  were  arrived  to  great 
heights  and  the  highest  pretensions.  Clement  VII,  calls 
the  council  of  Ferrara,  *  the  eighth  general  synod,'  in  his 
bull  of  the  22d  of  April,  1527,  directed  to  the  bishop  of 
Femasia,  who  it  seems  had  translated  it  out  of  Greek  into 
Latin:  yet  this  general  council  is  not  accepted  in  France; 
but  was  expressly  rejected  by  king  Charles  VII.,  and  the 
instance  of  the  cardinals  who  came  from  pope  Eugenius, 
to  desire  the  acceptation  of  it,  was  denied.  This  council 
was,  it  seems,  begun  at  Basil;  and  though  the  king  did 
then,  and  his  great  council  and  parliament,  and  the  church 
of  France  then  assembled  at  Bruges**,  accept  it ;  yet  it 
ivas  but  in  part ;  for  of  45  sessions  of  that  council,  France 
hath  received  only  the  first  82,  and  those  not  entirely  as 
they  lie,  but  with  certain  qualifications :  "  Aliqua  simpli- 
citer  ut  jacent,  alia  vero  cum  certis  modificationibus  et  for- 

■  Vide  edit.  Roman.  Actorum  Generalis  octavse  Synodi  per  Anton.  Bla- 

dium^  (516. 
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tnis  ;^  ^  is  to  be  skem  in  the  jpragmatic  sanction.  To  the 
sAme  purpose  is  that  which  happened  to  the  Idst  bbtiiicii 
of  Lateran,  which  waii  called  to  bfe  a  bbutitehniil^  to  tUe 
second  council  of  Pisa,  and  to  frustrate  th^  intended  t^ 
formation  of  the  chufth  in  he^d  knd  niemberi^:  this  bodiicfl 
excommunicated  tifewiis  XIL  of  Phitice;  Repealed  the  prag- 
matical s&nctioti,  Atid  condemned  the  second  coiincil  itf  risfa. , 
So  that  here  was  an  tend  of  the  fcoUncil  ojf  Pisa,  bjr  the 
dtectee  of  the  Lateran  \  and  on  the  oth^  si^e^  tlfe  Lkieran 
council  had  as  bad  a  fate ;  for,  beddtes  th^t  It  wil^  dtisbtiiited 
in  Germany,  and  so  called  by  Pauliis  LafagiusP,  a  motik  'dt 
Germany,  <*  A  pack  of  cai-dihals  C  ft  fe  wh^y  r^&ted  in 
Prance:  and  an  appeal  to  the  il'exl  cbUndl  put  in  ftglJiist 
it  by  the  university  of  t^aris.  And  k§  iU  fedtictegs  hath  hap- 
pened to  the  council  bt  Trent  i  \vhich,  it  seeinS,  teuld  M 
oblige  the  Roman  catholic  countries  without  their  oWft  con- 
sent: but,  therefofe,  there  wfere  m^y  pressing  instances, 
messages,  petitions,  and  artifices,  to  ^et  it  to  be  published  in 
France.  First  to  Chdl-les  IX.  by  Pius  QuartUs,  A.  t).  ISSS; 
then  by  cardinal  AMobrahdino,  the  jpope^s  nephew,  1872; 
then  by  the  French  clergy,  1576,  in  an  assembly  of  the  stafes 
at  Blois,  Peter  Espinac,  archbishop  of  Lyons,  being  spe^kei* 
for  the  clergy ;  after  this,  by  the  Frefach  clei-gy,  at  Meliiti, 
1579,  the  bishop  of  Bazas  making  the  oration  to  the  king ; 
and  after  him,  the  same  year  they  pressiecl  it  JEigmh,  NiccstlEiS 
Angelier,  the  bishop  of  BKen,  being  speakcfr**.  Aft<^  this, 
by  Renald  of  Beaune,  archbishop  of  Bruges,  1S^$,  isdfd  thfe 
very  next  year  by  the  pope's  nuncio  to  Btehry  itl.  Arid 
in  A.  D.  1583,  and  68,  and  1^8,  it  Ms  pressed  'agftin  aild 
again  ;  but  all  would  not  do  :  by  which  it  appears,  tftiil  even 
in  the  church  of  Rome,  the  authority  of  geh'eral  council^ 
is  but  precarious ;  and  that  the  last  resort  is  to  the  i'espective 
churches,  who  did  or  did  not  send  theii*  delegates  to  con- 
sider and  consent.  Here  then  is  but  little  ground  of  con- 
fidence  in  general  councils ;  whom  surely  the  chdrcnes  would 
absolutely  trust,  if  they  liad  reason  to  believe  tHem  to  he 
infallible. 

But  there  are  many  more  things  to  be  considered.     For 

P  In  Chron.  Sitizensi^  A.  D.  1513. 
H  Vide  Thaan«  hiat.  lib.  105>  et  revue  du  Concile  de  Tiente.  lib.  i. 
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there  bang  niany  sorts  of  councils'; — g^eral^  ^rovincml^ 
Mrttenaly  cbbeesan  ;•— 4be  firsi  inqnbry  ifill  be  wfakh  of  aU 
these,  or  windier  all  of  tfaese^  \?ill  b^  itti  infallible  giud^ 
and  of  neceMtj  to  be  obeyed*  I  doubt  riot^  but  it  ivitt 
be  roundly  answered ;  *  that  only  tl»  genial  oounbils  arid 
the  kueft  «iid  gopki^me  jwiboalJDry^  end  thiit  abiie  Which  is 
infjsiHibtei'  Biit  yet  how  lincertaih  this  nd^  will  be^  appears 
in  thss^  that  the  gbte  df  the  canon  law'  says^  ^^  Noli  vi^tui^ 
metrotx^tanob  |x>sse  oondere  caaones  in  suis  coticiliidi^  at 
least  not  in  great  ihatters^  ^^  imo  noH  licet  :^  y^t  the  7th 
synod  alloii^s  the  decrees^  ^'  Deoisidnes  looidiUm  ooncilioHini,^ 
<<  the  definations  of  loctJ  councils/'  But  I  suj^pose  it  is  la 
these  as  it  IB  in  ^  gettoid:  ikty  that  will  adeept  th^ta^ 
knay ;  and  if  they  wUl  ^^rote  the  decrees  of  proVhtchd 
councils,  they  beoxne  A  law  unto  themselves;  and  withoilt 
this  aeeeptation^  general  councils  cantiot  give  laws  16 
others. 

S.  It  i^ill  be  hafkl  to  tdllj^  whidh  are  geHeftd  ODtintdis^ 
and  which  are  not;  fbr»  the  Bxknan  coundlfe  imdftr  Sym- 
machu%  all  the  wdtld  k^ows^  can  but  pretefad  te  be  Ideal 
or  proyindal,  cbnsisthig  only  of  ItAlkuis,  and  yet  they  faeir 
univeirs^  ih  th^ir  ttyle;  aad  it  it  always  said  (ad  Cellar, 
min^'  eon&sfll^B)  '<  Symni^kAus  ebndlit)  gettieHtii  p*8g8idenS^^ 
and  the  ihhii  douncil  of  Tbledo,  hi  the  l8th  dhapter,  ui^ 
this  tiandatdry  fditn,  ^<^  Preebipil  hasc  gbnctist  et  Utii'm*saii£» 
synodus." 

8.  Bat  if  t^  will  i^u|^i[$!gi^  a  eatttc^resis  ill  this  ^^; 
and  tfeat  thid  titte  of  *  unitersal '  nieftn's  but  a  *  parilctilar;' 
that  is,  an  uttirtt-sal  6t  thftt  place;  though  this  be  i  hard 
expressicHi ;  because  the  most  particular  dt  IdcH  c^undls  ai^ 
br  iniay  be  tntfhfc^tttfl  tb  tlrtt  p\^ie  ;  yet  this  may  be  pArd6ried  % 
since  it  is  like  thfe  dsttholic  Roman  styfe,  thftt  is,  the  inanner 
of  speaking  itt  the  iihiversal  particular  iSiarch ;  but  after  all 
thijs,  it  tHll  be  Very  hard  ih  gobd  earhest  tb  tfell  which  cotrti- 
cils  are  indeed  universal,  or  general  coilhcife.  Bellarmiiie 
reckons  eighteen  from  Nicene  to  Ti-eht  Inclttsif  ely  ;  so  thai 
the  council  of  JPlorieilcfe  is  the  sixteenth  ;  ^nd  yet  pd|i6 
Ctemettt  VII.  calls  it  the  eighth  general;  and  is  reproved 


'  Gratian.  dist.  2.  can,  Porrd.  •  Ubi  supra,  act.  S, 

t  Lib.  i.  c.  4.  de  boncil.  et  Eccles.  Sect.  Vocantur  onim. 
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for  it  by  Surius,  who,  for  all  the  pope's  infallibility,  pretended 
to  know  more  than  the  pope  would  allow.  The  last  Lateran 
council,  viz.  the  fifth,  is  at  Rome  esteemed  a  general  council ; 
in  Germany  and  France  it  passes  for  none  at  all,  but  a  fac- 
tion and  ^  pack  of  cardinals.^ 

4.  There  are  divers  general  councils,  that,  though  they 
"were  such,  yet  they  are  rejected  by  almost  all  the  Christian 
world.  It  ought  not  to  be  said,  that  these  are  not  general 
councils,  because  they  were  conventions  of  heretical  per- 
sons; for  if  a  council  can  consist  of  heretical  persons  (as 
by  this  instance  it  appears  it  may),  then  a  general  council  is 
no  sure  rule  or  ground  of  faith.  And  all  those  councils, 
which  Bellarmine  calls  ^  reprobate,^  are  so  many  proofs 
of  this.  For  whatever  can  be  said  against  the  coundi  of 
Ariminum;  yet  they  cannot  say  but  it  condsted  of  600 
bishops:  and,  therefore,  it  was  as  general  as  any  ever  was 
before  it,  but  the  faults  that  are  found  with  it,  prove  indeed 
that  it  is  not  to  be  accepted ;  but  then  they  prove  two  things 
more :  first,  that  a  general  council  binds  not,  till  it  be  ac- 
cepted by  the  churches ;  and,  therefore,  that  all  its  authority 
depends  on  them;  and  they  do  not  depend  upon  it:  And 
secondly,  that  there  are  some  general  councils  which  are  so 
far  from  being  infallible,  that  they  are  directly  false,  schis- 
matical,  and  heretical.  And  if  when  the  churches  are  divided 
in  a  question,  and  the  communion,  like  the  question,  in  flux 
and  reflux ;  when  one  side  prevails  greatly,  they  get  a  gene- 
ral council  on  their  side,  and  prevail  by  it ;  but  lose  as  much, 
when  the  other  side  play  the  same  game  in  the  day  of  their 
advantages.  And  it  will  be  to  no  purpose  to  tell  me  of  any 
collateral  advantages,  that  this  council  hath  more  than  ano- 
ther council ;  for  though  I  believe  so,  yet  others  do  not ;  and 
their  council  is  as  much  a  general  council  to  them  as  our 
council  is  to  us.  And,  therefore,  if  general  councils  are  the 
rule  and  law  of  faith  in  those  things  they  determine,  then 
all  that  is  to  be  considered  in  this  ajBPair,  is,  whether  they  be 
general  councils.  Whether  they  say  true  or  no,  is  not  now 
the  question,  but  is  to  be  determined  by  this,  viz.  Whether 
are  they  general  councils  or  no  ?  for  relying  upon  their 
authority  for  the  truth,  if  they  be  satisfied  that  they  are 
general  councils;  that  they  speak  and  determine  truth  tvill 
be  consequent  and  allowed.     Now  then  if  this  be  t^e  ques- 
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tioii,  then,  since  divers  general  councils  are  reprobated,  the 
consequent  is,  that  although  they  be  general   councils,  yet 
they  may  be  reproved.     And  if  a  catholic,  producing  the 
Nicene  council,  be  rencountered  by  an  Arian  producing  the 
council  of  Ariminum,  which  was  far  more  numerous  ;—^ere 
are  ^'  aquilis  aquilse,  et  pila  minantia  pilis;'^  but  who  shall 
prevail  ?  If  a  general  council  be  the  rule  and  guide,  they  will 
both  prevail ;  that  is,  neither.     And  it  ought  not  to  be  said 
by  the  catholic ;  *  Yea,  but  our  council  determined  for  the 
truth,  but  yours  for  error  ;^  for  the  Arian  will  say  so  too. 
But  whether  they  do  or  no ;  yet  it  is  plain,  that  they  may 
both  say  so :  and  if  they  do,  then  we  do  not  find  the  truth 
out  by  the  conduct  and  decision  of  a  general  council;  but 
we  approve  this  general,   because  upon  other  accounts  we 
believe,  that  what  is  there  defined  is  true.     And,  therefore, 
St.  Austin^s  way  is  here  best;    '^  Neque  ego  Nicenum  coi^ 
cilium,   neque   tu  Ariminense,'^  &c.   both   sides   pretend  to 
general  councils:    that  which  both  equally  pretend  to,  will 
help  neither;  therefore,  let  us  go  to  Scripture.     But  there 
are  amongst  many  others  two  very  considerable    instances^ 
by  which  we  may  see  plainly  at  what  rate  councils  are  de- 
clared general.     There  was  a  council''  held  at  Constantinople 
under  Constantinus  Copronymus,  of  838  bishops.     It  was  in 
that  unhappy  time,   when  the  question  of  worshipping  or 
breaking  images  was  disputed.      This  council    commanded 
images  to  be  destroyed  out  of  chui^ches;    and  this  was  a 
general  council:    and  yet  26,   or,  as  some  say,  31   years 
after',   this  was    condemned    by  another-   general    council, 
viz.  the  second  at  Nice,  which  decreed  images  to  be  wor- 
shipped ;  not  long  after,  about  five  years,  this  general  council 
of  Nice,  for  that  very  reason,  was  condemned  by  a  general 
council  of  Frankfort,  and  generally  by  the  western  churches. 
Now  of  what  value  is  a  general  council  to  the  determination 
of  questions  of  faith,   when  one  general  council  condemns 
another  general    council  with    great    liberty,    and    without 
scruple  ?  And  it  is  to  no  purpose  to  allege  reasons  or  ex- 
cuses, why  this  or  that  council  is  condemned ;   for  if  they 
be  general,  and  yet  may,   without  reason,  be  condemned, 
then  they  have   no  authority;  but  if  they  be  condemned 
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vnlh  oeascm,  tl^en  they  «re  9Pt  k£dUit>l«,  Th^  oAer  « 
b  in  thoee  couank,  '^^hioh  w«e  iMd  wi»en  Ae  (fiqaftle  feq^ta 
hetwwi  ihe  eouocU  and  the  ||opo,  Tb^  o»iiobil  «f  QoMtanoe, 
consirtbg  of  aliwal  A  thauwi4  ftlili0r«,  fyp^t  tnjd  ]ii0t»  d«fijaM 
the  council  to  be  above  thfi  pofi^ :  the  #o;Moil  of  Flpwnoef  and 
Ike  fifdi  eoiHicil  ill  A^  T.aftiWPi  Wir^  QftqAemoed  lUi  ^^undl 
8o  f ar,  as  to  Hia^  artide.  The  aojuuacii  ai  Basil,  aU  the  iiRorld 
knows  how  gveatly  they  asserted  thahr  owb  audiontir  over  the 
p^)e9  but  therefoce,  though  in  Vwmc^  k  is  aooefiedl^  yot  m 
Itely  aii4  fipaui  it  is  not. 

Bui  what  is  the  ineaning  Aft  sone  /eounials  ace  partly 
BjpfirovBA  and  paetly  cendenKd,,  thf  oouBcil  of  Sajn^  that 
in  Truflo,  those  of  Frwkfart,  iSaoaianeff,  smi  Ba«l ;  h^t  that 
cfvery  man,  and  dreary  (AvaBek,  9Cc^Ui  thj^  geneinl  councik, 
as  far  as  they  please  and  a^  tagtHsfi  The  figrodka  jseeehre 
hut  seir«n  genera}  ooi|n(^,  the  LiiAsrons  veoei^e  six,  the 
!Eutydilam9  in  Asia  laaeeive  but  the  thiwy  first,  the  Nestoirians 
m  the  east  reedv^  biaft  the  two  first,  the  antitriBitarians  in 
Hungary  and  PolaM  reoeive.  none.  The  dnwch  of  Bngknd 
leeeives  4he  four  first  generails  as  of  hi^est  regard^  net  that 
they  are  infeMde,  hut  that  they  hawe  deten^iaed  wisely  and 
hc^y.  ^^  Pro  <)aptu  leetcms  lisfcent  sua  fata-^-x^It  is  as 
every  one  likes.:  'kfe  the  churdi  of  Roipe  that  MeeAves  flixtsen, 
are  divided ;  and  some  ta!he  in  odiers,  mid  n^eet  sgy^s  ei  diese, 
as  I  have  shown. 

5.  How  can  it  be  known  whiA  4s  a  general  oouncM,  and 
how  many  conditions  are  required  for  Aie  building  suidi  a 
great  house?  The  question  is  woitfi  4he  aisMng,  not  only 
because  the  chioch  of  Rome  teaches  us  to  rety  upon  a  general 
eoundl,  as  the  supreme  j^dge  and  fuMd  detenaiiner  of  ques- 
tions, but  because  I  perceive  itiat  the  church  of  Rome  is  at  a 
loss  concerning  general  coimeik.  ^  The  eeuneil  of  Ite,'' 
BeHai'mfae  says,  *^  is  neither  approsed  nor  reproved';"  for 
pope  Alexander  ¥1.  approved  it,  becai»se  he  acAnewie^ged 
^e  election  of  Alexander  V^  who  was  «?eated  pope  by  that 
ooundU :  and  yet  Antonius  cfiHed  it  ^*  oenmliabukim  JBegi- 
tifinim/'  ^  an  unkwlul  conventidke."*  Suit  here  SellanDiae 
was  a  little  fcrge^l ;  for  the  filth  Lateran  eouneil,  ^idueh 
fliey  in  Home  wiU  call  a  geneiat^  hath  condemned  this  Pisaii, 
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^iji  gv(M4  internet  |»d  fancy ;  &d^,  therefore^  it  nr^s  ^^  both 

^t  H  i»  ^  tb^  It  bi3  inquired,  haw  we  sfiall  luu>w  which, 
or  wh^  ^  f^  general  oomuil,  «id  which  is  not.     1.  If  we 
]A%^ir<B  ^to  the  ixi^mher  of  th^  hishc})s  there  presei^t,  we 
cfufuipt  ^nd  any  oe^ain  tvH^  for  ih^ :  but  be  they  many  or 
few,  th^  parti^  interestdl  wil),  if  tt^ey  ple^,  call  it  a  general 
eou^pil.    A^d  theiy  will  not,  da^e  not,  I  suppose,  at  Rome, 
«py|k«  a  qufirrdi  upon  that  poipt  -^  when,  in  the  sixth  sessdoa 
of  Tr^,  ^  #onie  printed  catajbgues  inform  us',  they  may 
]C§m^9Q%b^  the]:e  were  but  tl^irty-eight  persons  in  all,  at  ihm 
firpt  fljitt^  4o^n,  pf  which  numl^  some  were  not  bishops ; 
a^  a^  last,  tiii^rie  w^9  bu^  fifty-seven  archbishops  and  bishops 
|p  aU«      In  iJb^   ^t    sib^on   yere  ^tt:t  three  archbishopB 
and  tw^ty-rthree  bi^op;  apd  in  all  the  rest,  about,  sixty 
archbishops  and  bishops  wa#  the  usual  number^  till  the  last; 
w4  y^  tt^cre  %fe  some  councils  of  far  greater  antiquity,  who 
fire  i^Je^t/ed,  although  th^  number  of  bishops  very  far  sur^ 
]ias^  ^e  numbers  q^  Trepjb ;   in  Nice  were  three  hundred 
apd  eighteen  bisbqps ;  in  that  of  Chalcedon  were  six  hun^ 
dxei;  apd  im  thf^  of  Ba^il  were  abqve  four  hundred  bishops ; 
a^  ict  that  oi  Copstfrnee  w^^  three  huiKptred,  besides  the  other 
fathiers  (as  they  call  thepi).    But  this  is  bu;t  one  thing  of  many ; 
tfaou^  it  will  be  very  hard  tp  think,  that  all  the  power  and 
energy,  the  virtual  faith,  a^d  pot^tjia^  infalUbility  of  the  whole 
Chmtmx  church,  should  be  'm  &^y  or  ninety  bishops,  taken 
'  oujt  €^  tbe  naghbour-counlries. 

6.  But  than  if  we  consider,  x^tm  what  piitifid  pretences 
thfi  Boman  diactors  do  evacuate  the  aulhocity  of  councils ;  we 
shall  find  them  to  be  such,  that  by  the  like,  which  can  never 
Ue  wanting  to  a  \ritty  person,  the  autfaorhy  of  every  one  of 
tifcMn  may  be  vilified,  and,  consequently,  they  cim  be  in- 
fi^ble  secuBty  to  no  man's  fduth^  Charles  VII.  of  "France, 
and  the  F^ndh  tshiu^ch  assembled  ait  Bruges,  rgected  the 
la^ev  sessions  ot  ike  council  o£  Basil,  because  they  deprived 
pope  EugeniuB,  and  created  Eeiix  V.,  and  because  it  was 
douteful,  whether  that  assembly  did  sufficiently  represent  the 
eodioHc  church.  But  Bdiarmine  says,  ^  t|iat  the  former 
nffflgjomi  of  .the  couni^il.oE  Basil  are  invalid  and  null;  because 
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certain  bishops  fell  off  there,  and  were  faulty.*     Now  if-  this 
be  a  sufficient  cause  of  nullity,  then  if  ever  there  be  a  schisfii, 
or  but  a  division  of  opinions,  the  other  party  may  deny  the 
authority  of  the  council ;  and  especially  if  any  of  them  change 
their  opinion,  and  go  to  the  prevailing  side,  the  other  hath 
the  same  cause  of  complaint:  but  this  ought  not  at   all  to 
prevail,  till  it  be  agreed  how  many  bishops  must  be  present ; 
for  if  some  fail,  if  enough  remain,  there  is  no  harm  done  to 
the  authority.      But  because  any  thing  is  made  use  of  for 
an  excuse,  it  is  a  sure  sign  they  are  but  pretended  more  than 
i^garded,  but  just  when  they  serve  men^s  turns.     The  council 
of   Constantinople,  under   I^eo  Isaurus,    is   rejected  by  the 
Romanists,  because  there  was  no  patriarch  present  but   St. 
German;  though  all  the  world  knows  the  reason  is,  because 
they  decreed  against  images.     But  if  the  other  were  a  good 
reason,  then  it  is  necessary  that  all  the  old  patriarchs  should 
be  present;  and  if  this  be  true,  then  the  general  council  of 
Ephesus  is  null,  because  all  the  patriarchs  were  not  present 
at  it,  and  particularly  the  patriarch  of  Antioch ;  and  in  that 
of    Chalcedon    there  wanted    the    patriarch   of  Alexandria. 
And  the  first  of  Constantinople  could  not  have  all  the  patri- 
archs, neither  could  it  be  representative  of  the  whole  church, 
because,   at   the    same  time,   there   was   another  council  at 
Borne ;  and,  which  is  worse  to  the  Romanists  than  all  that, 
the  council  of  Trent,  upon  this  and  a  thousand  others,  is  in- 
valid; be(9>use  themselves  reckon  but  three  patriardis  there 
present ;  one  was  of  Venice,  another  of  Aquileia,  and  the  third 
was  only  a  titular  of  Jerusalem ;  none  of  which  were  really 
any  of  the  old  patriarchs,  whose  authority  was  so  great  in  the 
ancient  councils. 

7.  It  is  impossible,  as  things  are  now%  that  a  general 
council  should  be  a  sure  rule  or  judge  of  faith,  since  it  can 
never  be  agreed  who  of  necessity  are  to"  be  called,  and  who 
hflve  decisive  voices  in  councils.  At  Rome  they  allow  none 
but  bishops  to  give  sentence,  and  to  subscribe;  and  yet 
anciently,  not  only  the  emperors  and  their  ambassadors  did 
subscribe,  but  lately,  at  Florence,  Lateran,  and  Trent,  cardi- 
nals and  bishops,  abbots  and  generals  of  orders,  did  sub- 
scribe;  and  in  the  coundl  of  Basil,   priests  had  decisive 

»  Bellarm.  lib.  i.  de  Concil.  et  Eccles.  c.  15.  aect.  At  Catholicoram. 
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•  voices^  and  it  is  notorious  that  the  ancient  ooundls  ^ere 
subscribed  by  the  archimandrites,  who  were  but  abbots,  not 
bishops:    and   cardinal  Jacobatius  affirms^,   that  sometimes 
laymen  were  admitted   to   councils,   to   be  judges  between 
those    that    disputed    some    deep    questions.     Nay,   Gerson 
says,  that  controversies  of  faith  were  sometimes  referred  to 
pagan  philosophers,  who,  though  they  believed  it  not,  yet, 
supposing  it   such,    they  determined  what  was  the  proper 
consequent  of  such  principles;    which   the    Christians  con- 
sented in:   and,  he  says,  it  was  so  in  the  council  of  Nice,  as 
is  left  unto  us  upon  record.     And  Eutropius,  a  pagan%  was 
chosen   judge    between    Origen  and  the  Marcionites;  and 
agmnst  these  he  gave  sentence,  and  in  behalf  of  Origen. 
Certain  it  is,   that  the  states  of  Germany,  in  their  diet  at 
Nurenberg,  propounded  to  pope  Adrian  VI.,   that  laymen 
may  be    admitted    as    well  as    the    clergy,    and    freely  to 
declare  their  judgments  without  hinderance.     And  this  was 
no  new  matter ;  for  it  was  practised  in  all  nations ;  in  Ger- 
many, France,  England,   and  Spain  itself;    as  who  please 
may  see  in  the  sixth,  eighth,  and  twelfth  councils  of  Toledo. 
So  that  it  is  apparent  that  the  Romanists,  though  now  they 
do  not,  yet  formerly  they  did^;  and  were  certainly  in  the 
right:  and  if  any  man  shall  think  otherwise,  he  can  never.be 
sure  that  they  were  in  the  wrong ;  especially  when  he  shall 
consider,  that  the  council  of  the  apostles  not  only  admitted 
presbyters,  but  the  laity,  who  were  parties  in  the  decree;  as 
is  to  be  seen  in  the  ^^  Acts  of  the  Apostles^  :^'  and  that  for 
this  there  was  also  a  very  great  precedent  in  the  Old  Testa- 
ment, in  a  case  perfectly  like  it ;  when  Elijah  appealed  to  the 
people  to  judge  between  God  and  Baal,  which  of  them  was 
-the  Lord,  by  answering  by  fire^. 

8.  But  how  if  the  church  be  divided  in  a  question,  which 
hath  caused  so  great  disturbances,  that  it  is  thought  fit  to 
call  a  council?  here  will  be  an  eternal  uncertainty.  If  they 
call  both  sides,  they  will  never  agree :  if  they  call  but  one, 
then  they  are  parties  and  judges  too.  In  the  general  council 
of  Sardis^,  by  command  of  the  two  emperors,  Constans  and 

*>  DeConcil.  lib.  ii.  act.  6.  *  Socrat.  lib.  i.  c.  5.  Eccles.  Hist, 

4  Vide  MarsU.  Patav.  in  Defens.  Pacis.  part.  2.  c.  20. 

•  Cap.  XV.  22, 23.  '  1  Kings,  xviii. 

8  Spcrat.  lib.  ii.  c.  18.    Sozomen.  lib.  iil.  e.  10. 
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C0Qsti4#iH»»  all  U|ibi9>s»  pa^Kdics  w«l  4mas,  mm  equaU j 
l^itl^;  m  it  yf9»  ^SQ  b^tb  «t  AyittflPim  wd  Sdeuok;  and 
^  it  wf#  fit  ]P(eaTara,  where  dius  £^seek&  and  Latins  sat  together. 
But  i^  oD»  mdfi  only  exclude  all  the  adwergariffl,  and  declare 
th(Qp  icriijfujuiis  httfanehawl}  QS  it  hapfiBDed  at  Trent  and  Dort^ 
hoMT  IB  that  oiM^  party  a  repreaeDtad^se  e(  the  dbuFeh,  whm 
ao  great  a  part  ei  Chiistesdonoi  ib  ao^  consulted,  not  heprd,  not 

^  Suppose,  a  rauncil  faeing  cal|fid,  ^e  bishops  be  divided 
ijKi  tbdir  cqpdnion,  how  shall  the  dedsiogi  be?  By  the  major 
Awnbep  of  voices  sujrely.  But  how  nuieh  tb^  meAor  ?-  Shall 
if9»  ilJone  above  the  equal  mimber  esrry  it?  That  were 
^fffMfiai^  that  one  man  should  detemmie.  th^  faith  of  Christoi-' 
d^m  t  Musitr  there  be  two-thiods,  as  k  was  pi^epounded  in 
Tregsit,  in  some  eases ;  hut  if  this  he,  who  ahfkll  make  any 
inan  sure,  that  the  Holy  Spirit  of  Ood  shall  go  over  to  those 
tw^thwds,  ftfid  leave  the  remaining  party  tg  Ihemselves? 
An4  who  c«p  ascertain  us  that  the  major  pa^  is  the  mose 
9EJi9e  and  moire  holy ;  or,  if  they  h(e  not^  yet  that  tibey  shaH 
qpeak  more  truth?  But  in  this  ak|o,  diie  doctacs  sse  un- 
^iitfEi^  and  div^d^ ;  and  how  MttW  truth  ^  to  be  given  to 
t}ie  moyxr  p^rt  vx  causes  of  fakh,  the  BonaB  doctors  may 
l^fim  #sQm  dieir  own  abbot  of  Fanormor^,  and  the  nhni^^l^nr 
of  Far^.  The  SxU  saying,  ^  The  ^opinion  of  one  godly  man 
ought  to  he  prefeisred  before  the  pope^,  if  it  be  grounded 
upon  better  authonties  of  Ihe  Old  and  New  Testament  ^^ 
and  ihe  latter  sajring,  ^  £very  leaned  man  may  and  ou^t  to 
witibstand  a  whole  coundl,  if  he  perceive  it  errs  of  malice  or 
jgnoDsnoe.'^' 

IQ.  The  would  isnot  yet  i^reed,  in  irfiose  power  it  is  to  eaU 
the  councils ;  and  if  it  be  done  by  an  incmnpet^st  authority,  the 
whole  conveiMion  is  sdiismatical ;  and,  therefore,  not  to  be 
trusted  as  a  judge  of  ocmsoienoes  and  quesHims  oi  MA.  The 
empeBors  ^^ays  did  it  of  dd ;  and  the  popes  of  ia^ :  but  let 
diis  be  agueed  first,  and  dien  let  the  other  ^que3tions  comfe 
bflloBe  them ;  till  then,  we  cannot  be  sure. 

11.  Lastly ;  If  general  councils  be  supposed  to  be  the 
rule  and  measure  of  faith,  Christendon)  vxusil  i^^  h^  ju}  a 
sad  condition  and  st^t^  of  4QUht  £»:  «s^ ;  x^^ostly  because 

b  Paaorm.  i»Copp.  SigniflGaB^  de  Bieol. 
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a  cxmBioS  is  not  oaHod,  it  may  lie»  in  tvo  q»  thcee  af[cs,  hi«t 
because  no  man  can  be  suie  that  all  duBga  aie  obsetwed, 
-whidi  men  say  are  Becessary:  aeither  dad  the  sevevi^ 
(jiurcfaes  ever  agiee.  wkat  was  neoesaaipy,  aflr  did  they  ever' 
agre^  to  set  down  the  lovra  and  oonditiqais  pequiske  to  dieir 
b^ng  such ;  and,  therefore,  th^  have  weU  and  wisely  com- 
poised  thasiselves  in  iMs;  tfiait  ne¥ev  any  general  councfl 
&d  dedare  thut  a  general  oowicfl  is  ^nfld^hfe.  Indeed 
l^dlsomine  laboiu^  gready  to  fsr(we  it  out  of  %ripftttre :  bis 
beet  argument  is  the  pvomise  that  Christ  made,  that  **  whei^ 
two  or  three  are  gath^^ed  in  my  name,  X  y/iA  be  in  the  ipidst 
of  them ;"  and,  "  I  will  be  with  you  to  the  end  erf  the  world.*^ 
Now,  to  lliese  auAorities  I  am  now  90  o#i^  way  to  answer 
fait  by  observing,  that  diese  arguments  do  as  muok  prove 
Gvety  Christian  meeting,  of  any  sort  of  good  Christians,  to 
be  as  infiUlible  as  a  council,  and  that  a  diocesan  council  is  as' 
sure  a  guide  as  a  genial ;  and  it  is  impossible,  from  those,  or 
any  other  like  words  ci  Christ,  to  prove  the  contrary ;  and, 
therefore,  gives  us  no  certainty  here. 

€.  But  if  general  councils,  in  themselves,  be  so  uncertain, 
yet  the  Roman  doctors  now,  at  last,  are  coQie  to  some 
o^^tainty ;  for  if  the  pope  confirm  a  cewiotl,  then  it  is  right 
and  tr^ie,  and  the  church  is  a  rule  which  can  never  fail,  and 
nev^er  can  deceive,  or  leave  men  in  uiKsertainty ;  for  a  spirit 
of  isifallilMlity  is  Aen  in  the  ciiur^*«  representative,  when 
head  a^nd  members  are  jtnned  together.  T^s  is  their  iast 
atairess;  and  if  das  cord  break,  they  have  notbing  to  bdtd 
4hem. 

Now  for  this,  th^^e  are  divers  great  considerations,  wyeh 
'wffl  soon  put  this  matter  to  issue.  For  aMiough  this  be  the 
new  device  of  the  court  of  Rome,  and  tiie  pope^s  flatterers, 
espeoiaily  the  jesuits,  and  that  this  never  was  «o  mudi  ^ 
probably  proved,  but  boldly  af&n^d  and  ivda](ly  grounded ; 
yat  AiB  is  not  denned  as  a  dbctiii^  of  the  Bk)man  duiach. 
For,  1.  We  find  Belfaunnine^  reokoniBg  g|ix  cases  of  i^jBpessity 
or  tutility  of  calling  general  councils ;  and  four  of  4iiem  are 
cf  ihat  nature,  t^at  the  pope  is  either  fiot  in  being,  or  etse  is 
a  Tpastyf  the  pevson-to  be  judged :  as,  1.  if  there  be  a  -schism 
amongst  the  popes  of  Rome,  as  «dien  tbeve  happen  to  be  two 

^De  CoQcil.et  Ecclea.  lib.  iii.  c.  9* 
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or  three  popes  together ;  which  happened  in  the  councils  of 
Constance  and  Basil.  Or,  S.  If  the  pope  of  Rome  be  sus- 
pected of  heresy.  Or,  8.  When  there  is  great  necessity  of 
reformation  of  manners  in  head  and  members;  which  hath 
been  so  notoriously  called  for  above  four  hundred  years. 
Or,  4.  If  the  election  of  the  pope  be  questioned.  Now,  in 
these  cases,  it  is  impossible,  that  the  consent  of  the  pope 
should  be  necessary  to  make  up  the  authority  of  the  council, 
since  the  pope  is  the  <  pars  rea,'  and  the  council  is  the  only 
judge.  And  of  this  there  can  be  no  question  ;  and,  therefore, 
the  pope^s  authority  is  not  necessary,  nor  of  ayail,  to  make  the 
council  valid. 

2.  If  the  pope's  approbation  of  the  council  make  it  to  be 
an  infaUible  guide,  then  since,  without  it,  it  is  not  infallible, 
not  yet  the  supreme  judicatory,  it  follows  that  the  pope  is 
above  the  council;  which  is  a  thing  very  uncertain  in  the 
church  of  Rome:  but  it  hath  been  denied  in  divers  general 
councils,  as  by  the  first  Pisan ;  by  the  council  of  Constance, 
the  fourth  and  fifth  sessions;  by  the  council  of  BasU,  in 
the  second,  the  sixteenth,  and  eighteenth,  and  thirty-third 
sessions ;  by  the  council  of  Bruges  under  Charles  VII.,  and 
by  the  pragmatic  sanction :  all  which  have  declared,  that 
^^  a  general  council  hath  its  authority  immediately  from 
Christ,"  (and  consequently  not  depending  on  the  pope,) 
^^  and  that  it  is  necessary  that  every  person  in  what  dignity 
soever,  though  papal,  should  be  obedient  to  it,  in  things  that 
concern  faith,  the  extirpation  of  schism,  and  the  reformation 
of  the  church  of  God,  both  in  head  and  members.*^  This  is 
the  decree  of  the  council  of  Constance;  which  also  adds 
further,  "  That  whosoever  shall  neglect  to  obey  the  com- 
mands, statutes,  ordinances,  and  decrees  of  this  or  any  other 
general  council,  lawfully  assembled,  in  the  things  aforesaid, 
or  thereunto  pertaining,^  (viz.  in  matters  of  faith  or  manners,) 
**  made  or  to  be  made,  if  he  do  not  repent  of  it,  he  shall 
undergo  a  condign  penance;  yea,  and  with  recourse  to  other 
remedies  of  law  against  him,  of  what  condition,  estate,  or 
dignity  soever  he  be,  though  he  be  the  pope.^  The  same 
w£is  confirmed  in  the  council  of  Lausanne,  and  the  seccmd 
Pisan,  in  the  third  session:  so  that  here  are  six  general 
councils,  all  declaring  the  pope  to  be  inferior  and  submitted 
to  a  council;   they  created  popes  in  some  of   them;  they 
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decreed  when  councils  should  be  called,  they  judged  popes, 
they  deposed  tbem^  they  conunanded  th^  obedience,  they 
threatened  to  impose  penances  if  they  obeyed  not,  and  to 
proceed  to  further  remedies  in  law ;  and  the  second  Pisan, 
beside  the  former  particulars,  declared  that  the  synod  neither 
could  nor  should  be  dissolved  without  thdr  universal  con- 
sent; nevertheless,  by  the  common  consent  it  might  be  r^ 
moved  to  a  place  of  safety,  especially  with  the  pope,  if  he 
could  be  got  to  consent  thereunto ;  always  provided  it  be, 
not  at  Bome.  And  yet  this  very  council  was  approved  and 
commended  by  pope  Alexander  V.,  as  both  Flatina,  and 
Nauclerus  witness  ^ :  and  the  council  of  Constance  was  called 
by  pope  John  XXIII.  He  presided  in  it,  and  was  for  his 
wicked  life  46posed  by  it ;  and  yet  Platina,  in  his  life,  says, 
he  approved  it;  and  after  him  so  did  pope  Martin  V.  (as 
is  to  be  seen  in  the  last  session  of  that  council)  and  Eu« 
genius  IV. ;  and  the  council  of  Basil,  and  Lausanne  was  con- 
firmed by  pope  Nicholas  V.,  as  is  to  be  seen  in  his  bull;  and 
not  only  pope  Martin  V.,  but  pope  Eugenius  IV.  approved 
the  coundl  of  Basil.  It  were  a  needless  trouble  to  reckon 
the  consenting  testimonies  of  many  learned  divines  and 
lawyers,  bearing  witness  to  the  councils^  superiority  over 
popes.  More  material  it  is  that  many  famous  universities, 
particularly  those  of  Paris,  Erfurt,  Cologne,  Vienna,  Cracow; 
all  unanimously  did  afSrm  the  power  of  general  councils  over 
popes,  and,  principally  for  this  thing,  relied  upon  the  authority 
of  the  general  councils  of  Constance  and  Basil. 

Now  if  a  general  council,  confirmed  by  a  pope,  be  a  rule 
or  judge  of  faith  and  manners ;  then  this  is  an  article  of  faith, 
that  the  authority  of  a  general  council  does  not  depend  upon 
the  pope,  but  on  Christ  immediately ;  and  then  the  pope^s 
confirmation  does  not  make  it  valid,  any  more  than  the  con- 
firmation or  consent  of  the  other  patriarchs  for  their  respective 
provinces.  For  here  are  many  councils,  and  they  confirmed 
by  divers  popes. 

But  that  it  may  appear  how  uncertain  all,  even  the 
greatest,  things  are  at  Bome,  cardinal  Cajetan"  wrote  a 
book  against  this  doctrine,  and  against  the  councils  of  Con- 

.k  Platina  in  Ales.  Quinto. — Naucl.  torn.  2.  generat.  4T. 
1  Vide  16.  c.  18.  Sessioii. 
">  De  Compaiatione  aotoritatis  Papse  et  Concilii. 
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i^tance^  Usaif  and  Pisa>  iemtd  Gereton,  tbe  chanoeltor  of 
whibh  book  king  Le^id  XII.  <}f  Fmnde^  ti^uired  ffte  iu& 
rerslty  of  Paris  to  examine;  ^hich  they  did  to  very  gdod 
piir{]ib6e<  And  the  latter  {k>pes  of  Rome  have  med  theitr 
utmbst  ditigmee  to  disgraefe  lAnd  nUilify  all  iDtelfe  cdtuftdlft^ 
and  to  mtie  the  vtoidn  ahd  consdieiibes  df  ttll  illeA^  tmd  to 
tmmple  general  cotmcib  tlnd^  their  feet.  Now  hoUr  isaA  the 
sould  of  €hristhui  )^ple  put  their  quiefttiona  ted  diffdfieiftlii 
to  iSkeit  deteftninaidbn)  Wkn  thenh(6lved  are  Uting  iind 
scratdnng  one  another?  He  was  likely  to  prove  bat  an  ill 
physicotti^  '^o  gaVe  advifces  to  a  i^^nan  that  h&l  gdftM  A 
eold^  wlien  hinttelf  dbiild  seaH^  speak  for  onighing.  I  am 
not  ookidemed  ittre  to/  siy  what  I  think  of  idie  Kj[ubstioni  tfit 
whether  th^  council  or  "Aie  pope  foe  ih  thfe  right ;  for  I  thinks 
as  to  tbe  power  ^determining  mattent  of  faith  infallibly, 
they  iOe^  bbth  in  thts  Wirong«  But  that  Whkii  I  observe  is, 
thai  rtll^  church  d^  Rome  id  grtetly  divided  slti&at  their  judge 
of  tontiDVerfii^  and  aile  hever  like  to  make  an  end  of  it, 
unless  due  |)drty  he  bitten  into  a  good  cdknpliant  belief  with 
the  lathelr.  t  ikliill  only  add  a  conckisioU  to  these  premise 
in  the  words  of  Bdilannin^'';  ^^  Si  condlia  generaMa  possent 
(sri^ate,  AUUiitti  esset  iH  <=^lei»iilL  firmum  judidUM^  qUo  tontH^ 
ver^i^  l«ottip<^9  et  uHitas  i^  lecclesii  ilervali  possit  ^  "  If  a 
gent^Hl  toai»cil  can  eH*)  thei*e  i6  no  mth  judgment  in  «hui:di 
for  thte  clHiSpkJISing  tdntrovi^rsiefe^  and  preserving  uttity.'^  I 
shall  Mt  Heed  to  take  ckdVahtage  of  these  wordi^  by  ob^ 
serving,  that  B^ellifil^ih^  hath  by  thetil  evacuate  ail  the 
authdHt]^  of  tbe  pd}»e'§  d^Sii&ig  ^ue^tiotis  '  in  cathedrS ;'  for 
if  a  gfthehtl  febrnicil  fc*in  fail;  liothihg  ainoiigst  them  cah  bfe 
certdih.  This  is  thSit  whi^h  I  observts ;  that  since  this  thii^ 
is  Iretidet^ed  so  iiik^taiii  upon  the  stock  of  thdr  own  wrang^ 
lihgs,  ahd  tiot  agffedlig  upon  which  are  general  councife; 
one  pa^  coridetiAhlng  sdme,  Which  viery  many  bther^  anidii^ 
th^A  aektib^H%dge  for  sUdi$  it  is  impossible,  by  th^ir  own 
doctrine,  that  they  can  have  any  place  whe)re  to  1^  thtiUr 
foot,  and  say,  '  Hens  I  fix  upon  a  i*Ock,  ahd  canhot  be  nioted.'' 
And  thbre  b^ihg  ft)  hidny  conditions  required,  and  so  tnan^ 
ways  of  £Edliilg  laid  to  their  charge,  and  many  more  that 
may  be  found  out ;  and  it  being  impossible  that  we  can  be 
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Infallibfy  dssured  that  hohg  of  \mm  Katk  happenedi  il  khy 
g^tieitll  cdtitidl  tUftt  t9:^es  !d  til&  qU^tibned;  how  cftH  any 
man  rfely  ttpdri  thi^  9ed*)h  bf  &  tWUhcil  ai&  MWlible^  of  ^fefc 
he  cannot  eve)r  b6  inJEtdlibly  )gk3$!^i^  that  it  hath  procedM 
'tibiitfliiSim^i-*  (a^  BfelferAkifeU  fie«^  ^drfl  h)^  bjf  Ih^tftRi^fk 
ih  it  hdthittg  th«t  ab&  6l^6feuate  tn-  ieift^  )l^  ^^mmtf  ?  AM 
6ft^l-  ail  't!ife,  suppose  #fe  ate  all  ist^eed  about  any  convetttiott-, 
kHa  ailBW  It  to  be  ft  geMf  ^i  mkfixA;  yet  they  &d  \sA  lAmyh 
^M  tfi^  qilt^tibn^  Wh^^  iSi^y  h&V^  d^fi hed  th^hi  ^  ^c(  th« 
Hi^i^i^  tlbtti^tve^s  Mkh  h  he#  }iii^esi  Bf  unc^rtaiiities :  ^ 
ihfe  we  tidvd  tbb  ttiny  wltaefeses>  ^^  %J1  thfe  'cjUedfefttt 
which  in  the  world  are  made  concerning  the  se^il^  aluA 
We^flg  df  \ht  A^m^  Ihtt  fc^itths  lii  the  i^spe^fvfe  coiiiildls. 
And  1^  AflliMfe  1rcga%  lAid  Dotaititeiis  A  !Sbl8i  ^d  Bbttr, 
'ahd  tabH&u§  (Wfe6  iJietfe  all  t)re^hl  At  th^  ttolitttil  bf  iPWnt^ 
arid  Uttdef^obd  tll8  mfeatftttg  trf  thfe  touttcil  as  Mrell  as  any-, 
eitcepl  the  lef  Utes  krfd  thifilr  secret  junto)  iTtfdt^  Bbok*  agjdh^ 
biie  'ahotW,  attd  l&bth  ^dfefe  feroilght  thtEl  vrtlrds  df  thii  coUndl 
fer  thMSIlvefei  ana  yet  nelthe*  t^reVkil^  \  Skhta  Crbce  the 
legate,  Wd  Wieli  fenbugh  undferstobd  th«it  tht  coiihdi  Ittt^ttded 
riot  tb  detertrithe  thci  ttUth^  y6t,  to  isilefacfe  thfeir  V^rferi^ing* 
ih  tfee  SaruMl^  lA  ttr^  disjpUte  ttbro^;  bbt  tfte  bdtiri^ 
wbuld  riot  end  it,  hy  clearing  thfe  ambiguity.  Arid  SiritSe  thii 
tecafaae  tfi'e  mode  of  Chlristendbrii  to  do  so  upon  dr§Sign ;  It  feitt 
be  no  wonder  that  thte^lS  aVe  l^tt  ririfc^rtkih  for  kll  the  d^6mh 
oi  councils. 

tt  IS  well,  therefefe,  that  thfe  t*hurch  df  Abihe  i-eqiii^fes 
faith  to  her  cbriclu^Vbtts,  gi^fekter  tfikn  hef  J)retrifeefe  cari  per- 
suade.  It  is  the  ohly  Way  bf  e§ica|iirig  that  is  left  therii^  ^ 
fceirig  coBScious  that  norf^  of  their  a^^riifents  c^  brilbr^ 
what  they  wbuld  have  believed.  Arid  to  the  feAn^fe  purpbse 
II  iX  that  they  teach  the  cbhclusibns  and  definitibns  bf  t»ritttife 
to  be  irifallibl'e,  thbllgh  Ih'dir  di-gUtii^ntfe  arid  pt^crcfe^ihgs  be 
fallible,  arid  pitiful  And  fedse.  tf  they  cari  petSmtde  the 
world  to  this,  they  have  got  the  goal ;  brily  it  ought  tb  b§ 
confessed  by  them  that  db  §\ibriiit  tb  the  definition,  that  they 
do  so,  moved  to  it  by  hone  of  their  tedsoris,  but  they  know 
not  why. 

i  do  not  here  efiter  intb  the  particular  eicariiinadbh  t^  the 
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matte's  determined  by  many  councils;  by  which  it  might 
largely  and  plainly  appear,  how  greatly  general  councils 
have  been  mistaken.  This  hath  b^n  observed  already  by 
many  very  learned  men :  and  the  council  of  Trent  is  the 
greatest  instance  of  it  in  the  world,  as  will  be  made  to  appear 
in  the  procedure  of  this  book.  But  the  Romanists  them- 
selves, by  rejecting  divers  general  councils,  have,  as  I  have 
above  observed,  -given  proof  enough  of  this.  That  all  things 
are  here  uncertain,  I  have  proved ;  and  that  if  there  be  error 
here,  there  can  be  no  certainty  any  where  else,  Bellarmine 
confesses:  so  that  I  have  thus  far  discharged  what  I  un- 
dertook. 

But  beyond  this,  there  are  some  other  particulars  fit  to 
be  considered,  by  which  it  will  yet  further  appear  that  in  the 
church  of  Rome^  u;)less  they  will  rely  upon  the  plain  Scrip- 
tures, they  have  no  sure  foundation :  instance  in  those  se- 
veral articles,  which  some  of  the  Roman  doctors  say  are  ^  de 
fide  i*  and  others  of  their  own  party,  when  they  are  pressed 
with  them,  say  they  are  not  '  de  fide,^  but  the  opinions  of 
private  doctors ;  that,  if  a  prince  turn  heretic,  that  is,  be  not 
of  the  Roman  party,  he  presently  loses  all  right  to  his  tem- 
poral dominions ;  that  the  pope  can  change  kingdoms,  taking 
from  one,  and  giving  to  another,  this  is  esteemed  by  the 
Jesuits  a  matter  of  faith.  It  is  ^'  certa,  indubitata,  definita  vi- 
rorum  clarissimorum  sententia;"  said  Creswell  the  Jesuit,  in 
his  *  Philopater.** — F.  Garnet  said  more,  it  is  *^  Totius  ec- 
clesiae  et  quidem  ab  antiquissimis  temporibus  consensione 
recepta  doctrina." — *'  It  is  received,^'  saith  Creswell,  "  by  the 
whole  school  of  divines  and  canon-lawyers ;"  nay,  it  is  *  certum 
et  de  fide,'  *  It  is  matter  of  faith.'  I  know  that  the  English 
priests  will  think  themselves  injured,  if  you  impute  this  doc- 
trine to  them,  or  say,  it  is  the  catholic  doctrine:  and  yet, 
that  this  power  in  temporals,  that  he  can  depose  kings  some- 
times, is  in  the  pope,  "  Non  opinio,  sed  certitudo  apud  ca- 
tholicos  est,"  said  Bellarmine"^;  "  it  is  more  than  an  opinion, 
it  is  certain  amongst  the  catholics.''  Now  since  this  is  not 
believed  by  all  that  call  themselves  catholics,  and  yet  by 
others  of  greatest  note  it  is  said  to  be  the  catholic  doctrine, 
to  be  certain,  to  be  a  point  of  faith ;  I  desire  to  know,  where 
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this  faith  is  founded,  which  is  the  house  of  faith,  where  is 
their  warrant,  their  authority,  and  foundation  of  their  article  ? 
For  if  an  English  scholar  in  the  college  at  Rome,  had,  in 
confession  to  friar.  Parsons,  Creswell,  Garnet,  Bellarmine,  or 
any  of  their  parties,  confessed  that  he  had  spoken  against 
the  pope^s  power  of  deposing   kings  in  any  case,  or  of  any 
pretence  of  killing  kings,  it  is  certain  they  could  not  have 
absolved  him,  till  he  had  renounced  his  heresy;    and  they 
must  hay e  declared,  that  if.  he  had  died  in  that  persuasion, 
he  must  have  been  damned;,  what  rest  shall  this  poor  man 
have,  or  hope  for?     He  pretends  that  the  council  of  Con- 
stance had  declared  for  his  opinion ;  and,  therefore,  that  his, 
and  not  theirs  is  certam,  and  matter  of  faith :  they  tell  him 
so ;  and  yet  for  their  article  of  faith,  have  neither  father  nor 
council,  Scripture  nor  reason,  tradition  nor  ancient  precedent ; 
where .  then  is  this    foundation    upon   which   the  article   is 
built?     It  hes  low,  as  low  as  hell,  but  can  never  be  made  to 
appear;    and  yet  amongst   them  articles  of  faith   grow  up 
without  root   and  without .  foundation ;   but  a  man   may  be 
threatened  with  damnation  amongst  them  for  aiiy  trifle,  and 
afirighted  with  clappers  and  .men  of  clouts.     If  they  have  a 
clear  and  certain  rule,  why  do  their  doctors  diflPer  about  the 
points  of  faith  ?     They  say  some  things  are  articles  of  faith, 
and  yet  do  not  think  fit  to  give  a  reason  of  their  faith;  for 
indeed  they  cannot.  '  But  if  this  be  the  way  of  it  amongst 
Roman  doctors,  they  may  have  many  faiths,  as  they  have  bre- 
viaries in  several  churches ;  "  Secundum  usum  Sarum,'*'  *^  se- 
cnndum  usum  scholse  Romanse ;"  and  so,  without  ground  or 
reason,  even  the  catholics  become  heretics  one  to  another:  it 
is  by  chance  if  it  happen  to  be  otherwise. 

2.  What  makes  a  point  to  be  '  de ,  fide  ?"'  If  it  be  said, 
^  the  decision  of  a  general  council;*  then  sipce  no  general 
council  hath  said  so,  this  proposition  is  not  'defide.^  That 
*  what  a  general  council  says  is  true,  is  to  be  believed 
as  matter  of  faith;' — ^if  the  authority  be  not  Vde  fide,'  then 
how  can  the  particulars  of  her  determination  be  'de  fide?' 
for  the  conclusion  must  follow  the  weaker,  part;  and  if  the 
authority  itself  be  left  in  uncertainty,  the  decrees  cannot  be 

infallible. 

3.  As  no  man  living  can  tell,  that  a  council  hath  pro- 
ceeded riglitly ;  so  no  man  can  tell  when  an  article  of  faith 
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is  firmly  decreed,  or  when  a  matter  is  sufficiently  propounded, 
or  when  the  pope  hath  perfectly  defined  an  article :  of  all  this 
the  canon  law  is  the  greatest  testimony  in  the  world,  where 
there  is  council  against  council,  pope  against  pope;  and 
among  so  many  decrees  of  faith  and  manners  it  cannot  be 
told  what  is,  and  what  is  not  certain.  For  when  the  popes 
have  sent  their  rescripts  to  a  bishop,  or  any  other  prelate,  to 
order  an  aifair  of  life  or  doctrine ;  leither  he  wrote  that  with 
an  intent  to  oblige  all  Christendom^  at  did  not.  If  not,  why 
is  it  put  into  the  body  of  the  laws ;  fot  what  is  a  greater 
signature,  or  can  pass  a  greater  obligation,  than  the  authentic 
code  of  laws  ?  But  if  these  were  written  with  an  intent  to 
oblige  all  Christendom,  how  come  they  to  be  prejudiced, 
rescinded,  abrogated  by  contrary  laWs,  and  desuetude,  by 
change  of  times  and  changes  of  opinion  ?  And  in  all  that 
great  body  of  laws  registered  in  the  decretum,  and  the  d^ 
cretals,  Clementins,  and  extravagants,  there  is  no  sign  or 
distinctive  cognizance  of  one  from  another,  and  yet  some  of 
them  are  regarded,  and  very  many  are  not.  When  pope 
Stephen  *»  decreed  that  those  who  were  converted  from  he- 
resy should  not  be  re-baptized ;  and  to  that  purpose  wrote 
against  St.  Cyprian  in  the  question,  and  declared  it  to  be 
unlawful,  and  threatened  excommunication  to  them  that  did 
it,  as  St.  Austin  tells ;  St.  Cyprian  regarded  it  not,  but  he  and 
a  council  of  fourscore  bishops  decreed  it  ought  to  be  done, 
and  did  so  to  their  dying  day.  Bellarmine  admits  all  this  to 
be  true;  but  says,  that  pope  Stephen  did  not  declare  this 
*  tanquam  de  fide ;'  but  that  after  this  definition  it  was  free 
to  every  one  to  think  as  they  list ;  nay,  that  though  it  was 
plain  that  St.  Cyprian  refused  to  obey  the  pope's  sentence, 
yet  <«  non  est  omnind  certum,"  that  he  did  sin  mortally.  By 
all  this  he  hath  made  it  apparent,  that  it  cannot  easily  be 
known,  when  a  pope  does  define  a  thing  to  be  « de  fide,'  or 
when  it  is  a  sin  to  disobey  him,  or  when  it  is  necessary  he 
shoidd  be  obeyed.  Now  then,  since,  in  the  canon  law^  there 
are  so  very  many  decrees,  and  yet  no  mark  of  difierence,  of 
right  or  wrong,  necessary  or  not  necessary;  how  shall  we 
be  able  to  know  certainly  in  what  state  or  condition  the  soul 
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of  every  of  the  pope's  subjects  isP  especially  since  without 
any  cognizance  or  certain  mark,  all  the  world  are  com- 
manded, under  pain  of  danmation,  to  obey  the  pope.  In  the 
extravagant  '  de  Majoritate  et  Obedientii^  are  these  words  : 
*^  Didmus,  definimus,  pronunciamus  absolute  necessarium 
ad  salutera  omnis  humanse  creaturae,  subesse  Romano  Pon- 
tifid.'*'  Now  when  can  it  be  thought  that  a  pope  defines 
any  article  '  in  cathedra,"^  if  these  words,  ^^  Dicimus,  defi- 
nimus,  pronunciamus,  et  necessarium  ad  salutem,^  be  not 
suiEdent  to  declare  his  intention  ?  Now  if  this  be  true  that 
the  pope  said  this ;  he  said  true  or  false.  If  false,  how  sad 
is  the  condition  of  the  jRomanists,  who  are  affrighted  with 
the  terrible  threatenings  of  damnation  for  nothing ;  and  if  it 
be  true,  what  became  of  the  souls  of  St.  Cyprian  and  the 
African  bishops,  who  did  not  submit  to  the  bishop  of  Rome, 
but  called  him  ^*  proud,  ignorant,  and  of  a  dark  and  wicked 
mind*?^^  ^^  Send  prsecepit,^  said  Bellarmine;  ^' he  seriously 
eommanded  it,^*  but  did  not  determine  it  as  necessary ;  and 
how  in  a  question  of  faith,  and  so  great  concern,  this  distinc- 
tion can  be  of  any  avail,  can  never  be  known,  and  can  never 
be  proved ;  since  they  declare  the  pope  suffidently  to  be  of 
that  faith  against  St.  Cyprian  and  the  Africans,  and  that  In 
pursuance  of  this  his  faith  he  proceeded  so  far  and  so  vio- 
lently. But  now  the  matter  is  grown  infinitely  worse.  Fcht, 
1 .  the  popes  of  Rome  have  made  innumerabjle  decrees '  in 
the  decretum,  decretals,  bulls,  taxes,  constitutions,  Cle- 
xnentins,  and  extravagants.  S.  They,  as  Albericus  de  Bo- 
sate,  a  great  canonist,  affirms,  sometimes  exalt  their  consti- 
tutions, and  sometimes  abase  them,  according  to  the  times. 
And  yet^  3.  All  of  them  are  verified  and  imposed  under  the, 
same  sanction  by  the  council  of  Trent  ^ ;  all,  I  say,  which 
were  ever  made  in  favour  of  ecclesiastical  parsons,  and  the 
liberties  of  the  church ;  which  are  indeed  the  greater  part  of 
all  after  Gratian'^s  decree :  witness  the  decretals  of  Gre- 
gory IX.,  Boniface  VIII.,  the  ^  Collectio  diversarum  eon- 
fiititutionum  et  literarum  Romanorum  pontificum,'  and  the 
^  decretal  epistles  ^  of  the  Roman  bishops  in  three  volumes, 
liesjdes  the  ^  ecloga  buUarum  et  motuum  propriorum.^     All 

»  Ep.  S  Cyprian,  ad  Pompeium. 
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this  is  not  only  an  intolerable  burden  to  the  Christian 
churches,  but  a  snare  to  consciences,  and  no  man  can  tell*  by 
all  this  that  is  before  him,  whether  he  deserve  love  or  hatred; 
whether  he  be  in  the  state  of  mortal  sin,  of  damnation,  or 
salvation..  But  this  is  no  new  thing:  more  than  this  was 
decreed  in  the  ancient  canon  law  itself'.  '.  ^^  Sic  omnes  sanc- 
tiones  apostolicse  sedis  accipiendae  sunt,  tanquam  ipsius  Divind 
voce  Petri  firmatae."  And  again,'  "  Ab  omnibus  quicquid 
statuit,  quicquid  ordinat,  perpetuo  quidem  et  infragibiliter 
observandum  est:^  *^  AH  men  must,  at  all  times,  with  all 
submission,  observe  all  things  whatsoever  are  decreed  or 
ordained  by  the  Roman  church.''  Nay,  "  licet  vix  ferenduin,'? 
although  what  that  holy  see  imposes,  be  as  yet  ^^  scarce  to- 
lerable," yet  let  us  bear  it,  and  with  holy  devotion,  suffer  it, 
says  the  canon,  ^  In  memoriam'.'  And  that  all  this  might 
indeed  be  an  intolerable  yoke,  the  canon,  ^^  Niilli  fas  est," 
adds  the  pope's  curse  and  final  th'reatenings :  ^'  Sit  ergo  ruioae 
suae  dolore  prostratus,  quisquis  apostolicis  voluerit  contndre 
decretis  f'  and  every  one  that  obeys  not  the  apofitctical 
decrees,  is  "  majoris  excommunicationis  dejectione  adjicien- 
dus.''  The  canon  is  directed  particularly  against  the  clergy. 
And  the  gloss  upon  this  canon  affirms,  that  he  who  denies 
•  the  pope's  power  of  making  canons  (viz.,  to  oblige  the  diurch); 
.is  a  heretic.  Now  considering  that  the  decree  of  Gratian  is 
^  concordantia  discordantiarum,'  a  heap  or  bundle  of  contrary 
•opinions,  doctrines,  and  rules ;  and  they  agree  no  otherwise 
than  a  hyena  and  a  dog  catched  in  the  same  snare,  or  put 
-into  a  bag;  and  that  the  decretals  and  extravagants  are,  in 
.very  great  parts  of  them,  nothing  but  boxes  of  tyranny  and 
-eiTor,  usurpation  and  superstition;  only  that  u{&>n  those 
boxes  they  write  ^  ecclesia  catholica,'  and  that  all  these  are 
commanded  to  be  believed  and  observed  respectively;  and 
all  gainsayers  to  be  cursed  and  excommunicated ;  and  that 
the  twentieth  part  of  them  is  not  known  to  the  Christian 
•world,  and  some  are  rejected,  and  some  never  accepted,  and 
some  slighted  into  desuetude,  and  some  thrown  off  as  being 
a  load  too  heavy,  and  yet  that  there  is  no  rule  to  discern 
these  things :  it  must  follow  that  matters  of  faith  determined 
and  recorded  in   the  canon  law,   and  the  laws  of  manners 
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there  establiahed,  and  the  matter  of  salvation  and  damnation 
consequent  to  the  observation  or  not  observation  of  them, 
must  needs  be  infinitely  uncertain,  and  no  man  can  from  their 
grounds  know  what  shall  become  of  him. 

There  are  so  very  many  points  of  faith .  in  the  church 
of  Rome,  and  so  many  decrees  of  councils,  which  when 
they  please,  mi»ke  an  article  of  faith,  and  so  many  are  pre- 
sumptuously by  private  doctors  affirmed  to  be  ^  de  fide,'  which 
are  not ;  that,  considering  that  the  common  people  are  not 
taught  to  rely  upon  the  plain  words  of  Scripture,  and  the 
apostles^  creed,  for  a  sufficient  rule  of  their  faith,  but  are 
threatened  with  damnation,  if  they  do  not  believe  whatever 
their  church  hath  determined  ;  and  yet  they  neither  do,  nor 
can  know  it  but  by  the  word  of  their  parish  priest,  or 
confessor;  it  lies  in  4he  hand  of  every  parish  priest  to 
make  the  people  believe  any  thing,  and  be  of  any  religion, 
and  trust  to  any  article,  as  they  shall  choose,  and  find  to 
their  purpose.  The  council  of  Trent  requires  traditions 
to  be  added,  and  received  equal  with  Scriptures ;  they  both, 
not  singly,  but  in  conjunction,  making  up  the  full  object 
of  faith ;  and  so  the  most  learned,  and,  indeed,  generally 
their  whole  church,  understands  one  to  be  incomplete  without 
the  other:  and  yet,  Master  White,  who  I  suppose  tells  the 
same  thing  to  his  neighbours,  affirms  that  it  is  not  the 
catholic  position,  that  all  its  doctrines  are  not  contained 
in  Scripture;  which  proposition  being  tied  with  the  decree 
of  the  council  of  Trent,  gives  a  very  good  account  of  it, 
and  makes  it  exceUent  sense.  Thus,  ^^  traditions  must  be 
received  with  equal  authority  to  the  Scripture,''  saith  the 
council ;  and  wonder  not ;  for,  saith  Master  White,  "  all 
the  traditions .  of  the  church  are  in  Scripture.'' — You  may 
believe  so,  if  you  please ;  for.  the  contrary  is  not  a  catholic 
doctrine.  But  if  these  two  things  do  not  agree  better,  then 
it  will  be  hard  to  tell  what  regard  will  be  had  to  what  the 
council  says :  the  people  know  not  that^  but  as  their  priest 
teaches  them.  And  though  they  are  bound  under  greatest 
pains  to  believe  the  whole  catholic  religion,  yet  that  the 
priests  themselves  do  not  know  it,  or  wilfully  mis^report  it,— 
and,  therefore,  that  the  people  cannot  tell  it; — ^it  is  too 
evident  in  this  instance,  and  in  the  multitude  of  disputes, 
which   are    amongst    themselves,    about   many    considerable 
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articles  in  their  catholic  religion.  Piut»  V.,  (s^^eaking  of 
Thomas  Aquinas,  calls  his  doctrine  *  the  most  certain  rule  of 
Christian  religion*.^  And  divw^  particulars  of  the  Feligion 
of  the  Romanists  are  proved  oat  of  the  revelatiofis  of  St, 
Bfidget,  ivhich  are  contradkiled  by  those  of  St.  Caidiarine 
of  Sienna.  Now,  they  ttot  relying  on  the  way  of  God, 
fall  into  the  hands  of  mei^,  who  tetach  them  according 
to  the  interest  of  theft  oi?der,  or  private  fancy,  aeod  ex- 
pound their  rules  by  itteasures  of  their  own ;  but  yet,  such 
which  they  make  to  be  the  measures  of  salvaftion  and 
damnation.  They  are  taught  to  rely  for  their  faith  upon 
the  church ;  and  this,  when  it  comes  to  practice,  is  nothing 
but  their  private  priest ;  and  he  does  not  always  tell  tj^em 
the  sense  of  their  church,  and  is  not  in&Uible  in  declaiing 
the  sense  of  it,  and  is  not  always  (as  appears  in  the  instance 
now  set  down)  faithful  in  relating  of  it,  but  first  cozens 
himself  by  his  subtility,  and  then  others  by  his  confidence ; 
and,  therefore,  it  is  impossible  there  can  be  any  cettainty  to 
them  that  proceed  this  way,  when  God  hath  so  plainly  ^ven 
them  a  better,  and  requires  of  them  nothing  but  to  live  a 
holy  life,  as  a  supersftructure  of  Christian  faith,  described 
by  the  apostles  in  plain  places  of  Scripture,  and  in  the 
apostolical  creed;  in  whidi  they  can  sufier  no  illusion, 
and  where  there  is  no  uncertainty  in  the  matters  to  be 
beheved. 

4.  The  next  thing  I  observe  is,  that  they  all,  talking  of 
the  church,  as  of  a  charm  and  sacred  amulet,  yet  cannot, 
by  all  their  arts,  make  us  certain  where,  or  how,  inftlUbly 
to  find  this  church.  ITiave,  already,  in  this  -section,  proved 
this  in  the  main  inquiry,,  by  showing  that  the  church  is 
that  body,  which  they  do  not  rely  upon:  but  now  I 
shall  show  th^  the  dburch  which  they  would  point  out, 
can  never  be  certainly  known  to  be  the  true  church,  by 
those  indications  and  signs,  which  they  oibr  to  the  world 
as  her  characteristic  notes.  St.  A«ifi{ttn%  m  his  excdHent 
book,  *  De  Unitate  EccJesift,'  affinns,  that  the  chinch  is 
no  where  to  be  found,  but  in  *'  Pnescripto  legis,  in  prophe- 
tarum  profdictis,   in   psaknorum  -camibus,  in  ipsius  paistoris 

'  Vide  Wnddin^  pf  Iftimac.  Concept,  p.  982.  et  p.  3$4.  et  fdibi. 
*  Lib.de  Unit.  Eccles.  cap.  17.     Ergo  in  Scripturis  canonicis  earn  (ecde, 
siam)  requiramus^cap.  3.  '   , 
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vocibuSy  in  evangeUstarum  praedicationibus  et  laboribus ;  hoc 
efit,  in  <»nmbu8  sanctorum  canonids  autoritatibus ;"  in  the 
Scriptures  ^only.  And  he  gives  but  one  great  note  of  it, 
and  that  is,  ^f  adhering  to  the  head  Jesus  Christ;  for  the 
church  is  Christ^s  body,  who  by  charity  are  .united  to  one 
another,  and  to  Christ  thdr  head;  and  he  that  is  not  a 
oaember  of  Christ  cannoi  obtain  salvation.^^ — ^And  he  adds 
fio  x>ther  mark;  but  that  Christ's  church  is  not  this,  or 
that,  viz.,  not  of  one  denomination ;  but  kolB*  oXov  dispersed 
over  the  £ace  of^  the  earth.  The  church  of  Rome  makes 
adhesion  to  the  head^,  not  Jesus  Christ,  but  the  bishop 
of  Rome,  to  be  of  the  essential  constituti<m  of  the  church. 
Now  this,  being  the  great  queM;ion  between  the  church  of 
£U»ne  and  the  Greek  church,  and,  indeed,  of  all  other 
churches  c£  the  world ;  is  so  far  from  being  a  sign  to  know 
the  church  by,  that  it  is  apparent  they  have  no  ground  of 
thdr  faith ;  but  the  great  question  of  Christendom ;  and  that 
whidi  is  condemned  by  all  the  Christian  world  but  themselves, 
is  their  foundation. 

And  this  is  so  much  the  more  considerable,  because, 
concarning  very  many  heads  of  their  church,  it  was  too 
apparent  that  they  were  not  so  much  as  members  of  Christy 
but  the  basest  of  criminals,  and  aaemies  of  all  godliness.  And 
eoncernmg  others  that  were  not  so  notoriously  wicked,  they 
could  not  be  certain  that  they  were  members  of  Christ ;  or  that 
they  were  not  of  their  father  the  devil.  The  spirit  of  truth 
was  pixamsed  to  the  apostles  upon  condition ;  and  Judas  fell 
fyom  it  by  transgression.     But  the  uncertainties  are  yet  greater. 

Adhering  to  the  pope  cannot  be  a  certain  note  of  tlie 
cbucdgi ;  because  no  man  am  be  certain^  who  is  true  pope, 
JPor  the  pope,  if  he  be  a  siinoniac,  is  <  ipso  facto'  no  [pope : 
«0  appears  in  the  bull  of  Julius  II.  And  yet^  besides  that 
he  himself  was  called  a  most  notorious  simoniac,  Sixtus  V. 
gssye  an  oUigation  under  his  hand,  upon  condition  that  the 
oiirdiBal  d^Este  would  bring  over  his  voices  to  him,  and 
make  him  pope,  that  he  would  never  make  Hierom  Matthew 
a  cardinal;  which  when  he  broke,  the  cardinal  sent  his 
dbligatioQ  to  the  king  of  Spain,   who   intended   to  accuse 

b  Bellarm.  de  Ec^les.  Militant,  lib.  iii.  Sect.  Nostra  autem  sententia. 
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him  of  simony ;   but  it  broke  the  pope's  heart,   and  so  he 
escaped  here,  and  was  reserved  to   be  heard  before  a  more 
unerring  judicatory.      And  when    Pius. IV.  used    all    the 
secret  arts  to  dissolve  the  council  of  Trent,  and  yet  not  to 
be   seen  in  it,   and  to  that  purpose  despatched  away   the 
bishops  from; Rome,  he,  forbid. the  archbishop  of  Turris  to 
go,  because  he  had  been  too  free  in  declaring  his  opinion 
for, the   '  Jus  Divinum'  of  the   reisidence  of   bishops'^;  he 
at  the  same  time  durst,  not  trust  the  bishop  of  Cesena,  for 
a  more  secret  reason;  but  it  was  known  enough  to  many. 
He  was  a  familiar  friend  of  the  cardinal  of  Naples,  whose 
father  the  count  of  Montebello  had  in  his  hand  an  obligation, 
which  that  pope   had ;  given   to   the   cardinal  for  a  sum  of 
money,  for  his  voice  in  the. election. of  him. to  the  papacy. 
And  all  the  world  have  been  full !  of  noises  and  pasquils, 
sober    and  grave,   comical  and  tragical,  accusations   of  the 
simony  of  the  popes,  for  divers  ages  together ;  and  since  no 
man  can  certainly  know  that  the  pope  is  not  simoniacal,  no 
man  can  safely  rely  on  him  as  a  true  pope,  or  the  true  pope 
for  an  infallible  judge. 

^.  If  the  'pope  be  a  heretic,  he  is  *  ipso  facto'  no  pope; 
now  that  this  is  very  possible,  Bellarmine  supposes/  because 
he  makes  that  one  of  the.  necessary  casies,  in  which  a  general 
council  is  to  be  called,. as  I- have  shown  above.     And  this 
uncertainty  is   manifest  in  an    instance  that  never  can  be 
wiped  ojff:  for  when  Libenus  had  subscribed  Arianism,  and 
the  condemnation  of  St.  Athanasius,  and  the  Roman  clergy 
had  deprived.  Liberius  of  his  papacy,  St.  Felix,  was  msde 
pope;  and. then,  either  Liberius.  was  no  pope,  or  St.  Felix 
was  not;  and  one  was  a. heretic,  or  the  other  a  schismatic : 
and  then,  as  it  was  hard  to  tell  who  was  their  church's  head, 
so  it  was  impossible,  that,  by  adherence  to  either  yf  them,  their 
subjects  could  be  proved  to  be  catholics. 

3.  There  have  been  many  schisms  in  the  churt^h  of  Rome, 
and  many  anti-jpopes,  which  were  acknowledged  for  true  and 
legitimate,  by  several  churches  and  kingdoms  respectively ; 
and  some  that  were  chosen  into  the  places' of  the  deposed, 
even  by  councils,  were,  a,  while  after,  disowned,  and  others 

c  Hist.  ConcU.  Trid,  lib.  vii.  A.D.  1562, 
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chosen ; '  which  was :  a  known  case,  in  the  times  of  the 
coundls  of  Constance  and  Basil.  And  when  a  council  was 
sitting,  and  it  became  a  question 9  who  had- power  to  choose, 
the  council  or  the  cardinals, — ^what  man  could  cast  his 
hopes  of  eternity  lipon  the  adherence  to  one,  the  certainty  of 
whose  legitimation  was  determined  by  power  and  interest, 
and  could  not  by  all  the  learning  and  wisdom  of  Christ- 
endom ? 

■  4.  There  was  one  pope  who  was  made  head  of  the 
dburch  before  he  was  a  priest :  it  was  Constantine  II.,  who 
certainly  succeeded  not  in  St.  Peter's  privileges,  when  he 
was  not  capable  of  his  chair ;  and  yet  he  was  their  head  of 
the  church  for  a  year :  but  how  adherence  to  the  pope 
should  then  be  a  note  of  the  church,  I  desire  to  know  from 
some  of  the  Roman  lawyers;  for  the  divines  know  it  not. 
I  will  not  trouble  this  account  with  any  questions  about 
the  female  head  of  their  church ;  I  need  not  seek  for  matter, 
I  am  pressed  with  too  much ;  and,  therefore,  I  shall  omit  very 
many  other  considerations  about  the  nullities,  and  insufficien- 
cies, and  impieties,  and  irregularities  of  many  popes;  and 
consider  their  other  notes  of  the  church,  to  try  if  they  can  fix 
this  inquiry  upon  any  certainty. 

Bellarmine  reckons  fifteen  notes' of  the  church.  It  is  a 
mighty  hue  and  cry  after  a  thing  that  he  pretends  is  visible 
to  all  the  world.  1.  The  very  name  ^  catholic,^  is  his  first 
note:  he  might  as  well  have  said  the  word  church  is  a 
note  of  the  church;  for  he  cannot  be  ignorant,  but  that 
Christians  who  esteem  themselves  members  of  the  church, 
tliink  and  call  themselves  members  of  the  catholic  church; 
and  the  Greeks  give  the  same  title  to  their  churches.  Nay, 
all  conventions  of  heretics  anciently  did  so ;  and,  therefore, 
I  shall  quit  Bellarmine  of  this  note,  by  the  words  of  Lactan- 
tins,  which  himself*^  also  (a  little  forgetting  himself)  quotes, 
^^  Sed  tainen  singuli  quique  hsereticbrum  coetus,  se  potis- 
simum  Christianos,  et  suam  esse  catholicam  ecclesiam 
putant.^  2.  '  Antiquity,^  indeed,  is  a  note  of  the  church, 
and  Salmeron  proves  it  to  be  so,  from  the  example  of  Adam 
and  Eve,  most  learnedly.  But  the  certainty  that  God  had  a 
church  in  Paradise,  is  as  good  an  argument  for  the  church 

^  Bellann,  lib,  iy«  de  ^oUs  Eccles,  cap.  1.  Lact.  lib#  iii.  Divinar.  Institat. 
cap.  uU. 
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of  England  and  Ireland,  as  lor  Rome;  for  we  derive  irom 
them  as  certainly  as  do  the  Italians,  and  have  as  much  of 
Adam^s  religion  as  they  have.  But  a  church  might  have 
been  very  ancient,  and  yet  become  no  church ;  and  without 
separating  from  a  greater  cfaui^.  The  diurch  of  the  Jews 
is  the  great  esjomfie;  and  the  church  of  Rome,  unless  she 
takes  better  heed,  may  be  another.  St.  Paul  hath  plainly 
threatened  it  to  the  church  of  Rome^.  3.  ^  Duration'*  is  made 
a  not^ ;  now  this  respects  the  time  past,  or  the  time  to  come. 
If  the  time  past,  then  the  church  of  Britain  was  Christiiio 
before  Rome  was;  and,  blessed  be  God,  is  so  at  tins  day. 
If  Duration  means  the  time  to  come ;  for  so  Bellannine  aays^ 
^^  Eecleeia  dicitur  catholica,  non  solum  quia  semper  fuit,  sod 
etiam  ,quia  semper  erit  :^^  so  we  have  a  rare  note  for  us  who  are 
alive,  tp  discera  the  church  ctf  Rome  to  be  the  catholic  ^hunch, 
and  we  may  possibly  come  to  know  it  by  this  sign,  many  ages 
after  we  are  dead,  because  she  will  last  always.  But  this  sign 
is  not  yet  oome  to  pass ;  and  when  it  shall  owae  tp  pass,  it  will 
prove  our  church  to  be  the  cath<Jic  churchy  as  well  as  that  of 
Rome,  and  the  Greek  diurch  as  well  as  both  cf  us ;  for  thi^se 
churches,  at  least  some  of  them,  have  begun  soonia*,  and 
for  aught  they  or  we  know,  they  all  may  so  continue  longer^ 
4.  '  Amplitude^  was  no  note  of  the  church  when  the  world 
was  Arian,  and  is  as  little  now,  because  that  great  part  of 
Europe  is  papal.  5-  ^  SuccessicHi  of  bishops^  i^  an  ^xcelleot 
conservatory  of  Christian  doctrine,  but  it  is  as  notorious  m 
the  Greek  church  as  in  the  Roman;  and,  therefore,  cannot 
signify  which  is  the  true  church,  unless  they  be  both  true, 
and  then  the  diurdii  of  England  can  daim,  by  this  tenune,  as 
having,  since  her  being  Christian,  a  succession  of  bishc^ 
never  interrupted^  but,  as  all  others  have  been,  in  persecu- 
tion.  6.  ^  Consent  in  doctrine  with  the  ancient  chur^h^  may 
be  a  good  sign  or  a  bad,  as  it  happens;  but  the  churcjk 
of  Rome  hath  not,  and  never  can  prove  the  pure  Md  prime 
antiquity  to  be  of  her  side.  7.  ^  Union  of  mcsab^s  amopig 
themselves,  and  with  their  head,^  is  very  good,  if  the  members 
be  united  in  truth  (for  else  it  may  be  a  co^^iracy),  and  if 
by  head  be  n^ant  Jesus  Christ :  and  indeed  this  is  the  only 
true  «ign  of  the  chmrdi :  but  if  by  h^ad  be  m^ewpt  the  ScKoaa 
pope,  it  may  be    *  ecclesia  malignantium,'  and  Antichrist 

«  Rom.  xi.  20^  2] .  ^De  Dotis  Eccles.  lib.  iv.  cap.  6, 
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may  nt  in  the  chair.     But  the  uncertainty  of  this  note,  as    « 
it  relates  to  this  question,  I  have   ahready  maiufested ;   and 
wiiat  excdlent  oonooid  there  is  in  the  church  of  Rcmie,  we 
ftre  taught  by  the  question  of  supremacy  of  councils  or  popes ; 
and  now  also  by  the  strict  and  loving  coocord  between  the 
JTansemsts  and  Molinists ;    and  the  abettors  of  the  immacu* 
late  conception  of  the  blessed  Vh^n  Mother,   with  their 
antagonirts.     8.  ^  Sanctity  of   doctrine^  is  an  excellent  note 
of  1^  church ;  but  that  is  the  question  among  all  the  ^e- 
tenders,  and  is  not  any  advantage  to  t}ie  churdi  of  Rome, 
unless  it  be  a  holy  thing  to  worship  images,  to  trample  upon 
kings,  to  respondJe  a  wicked  life  with  the  hopes  of  heaven 
at  the  last  minute,   by  the  charm  of  external  ministries;  to 
domineer  over  consciences,  to  impose  useless  and  intolerable 
burdens,  to  damn  all  the  world  that  are  not  their  slaves,  to 
diut  up  the  fountains  of  salvation  from  the  people;    to  be 
easier  in  dispensing  with  the  laws  of  God,  than  the  laws  of 
the  church;    to  give   leave  to  princes  to  break  their  oaths, 
as  pope  Clement  VII.  did  to  Francis  I.  of  France,  to  cozen 
the  emp«!or ;  and  as  pope  Julius  H.**  did  to  Ferdinand  of 
Arragon,  sending  him  an  absolution  for  his  treachery  against 
the  king  of  France,  not  to  keep  faith  with  heretics ;  to  find 
out  tricks  to  entrap  them  that  trusted  to  their  letters  of  safe 
conduct ;    to   declare  that  popes   cannot  be  bound  by  their 
promises:   for  pope  Paul  IV.*  in  a  conclave,   A.  D.  155S, 
complained  of  them  that  said  he  could  make  but  four  cardi- 
nals, because  (forsooth)   he   had    sworn  so  in  the  conclave, 
saying,  this  was  to  bind  the  pope,  whose  authority  is  absolute; 
fiuit  it  is  an  article  of  faith  that  the  pope  cannot  be  bound, 
much  less  can   he  bind  himself,  that  to   say  otherwise  was 
a  manifest  heresy ;  and  against  them  that  should  obstinately 
persevere  in  saying  so,  he  threatened  the  inquisition.      These, 
indeed,  are  holy  doctrines,  taught  and  practised  respectively 
by  their  holinesees  at  Home,  and,   indeed,  are  the  notes  of 
dieir  diurch ;  if  by  the  doctrine  of  the  head,  to  whom  they 
are  bound  to  adhere,  we  may  guess  at  the  doctrine  of  their 
body.     9.  *  The  prevalency  of  their  doctrine*  is  produced  for 

B  Vid.  The  Legend  of  Flamens  and  Revieue. 
h  De  Concile  de  Trente,lib.  iv.  c.  7. 
^  Hi«t.CoiiciV.  Trident,  lib.  v. 
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a  good  note ;  and  yet  this  is  a  greater  note  of  Mahometanism, 
than  of  Christiiinity,  and  was  once  of  Arianism:  and  yet  the 
argument  is  not  now  i,  so  good  at  Rome,  as  it .  was  .  before 
Luther'^s  time. .  10.  That  *  the  chiefs  of  the'  pope?s  religion 
lived,  more,  holy  lives  than  others,'  gives  some  light  that 
their  church  is  the  true  one.  But  I  had  thought  that  their 
popes,  had  been  the  chiefs  of  their  religion,  till  now,r— and 
if  so,  then  this  was  a  good  note,  while  they  did  live  well ;  but 
that  was  before  popery.  Since  that.  time,,  we  will  guess 
at  their  church  by  the  holiness  of  the  lives  of  those  that  rule 
and  teach  all ;  and  then  if  we  have  none  to  follow  amongst 
us,  yet  we  know  whom  we  are  to  fly  amongst  them.  11. 
^  Miracles'  were,  in  the  beginning  of  Christianity,  a  note  of 
true  believers;  Christ  told  us  so^.  And  he  also  taught  us 
that  Antichrist  should  be  revealed  inlying  signs  and  wcmders; 
and  commanded  us,  by  that  token,  to  take  heed  of  them. 
And  the  church  of  Rome  would  take  it  ill,  if  we  should  call 
them,  as  St.  Austin  did  the  Donatists, '  mirabiliarios,V  ^  mirade- 
mongers;^  concerning  which,  he  that  pleases  to  read  that 
excellent  tract  of  St.  Austin,  *  De  Unitate  EoclesiaB,-  cap.  14, 
will  be  sufiiciently  satisfied  in  this  particular,  and  in  the  main 
ground  and  foundation  of  the  protestant  religion*  In  the 
mean  time  it  may  suffice,  that  Bellarmine  says^^  ^miracles 
are  a  sign  of  the  true  church  ;'*  and  Salmeron  saysy  that  *  they 
are  no  certain  signs  of  the  true  church,  but  may  be  done  by 
the  false.**  12.  *  The  spirit  of  prophecy'  is  also  a  pretty  sure 
note  of  the  true  church,  and  yet,  in  the  dispute  between 
Israel  and  Judah,  Samaria  and  Jerusalem,  it  was  of  no  force, 
but  was  really  in  both.  And  at  the  day  of  judgment  Christ 
shall  reject  some,  who  will  allege  that  they  prophesied  in 
his  name.  I  deny  not  but  there  have  been  soine  prophets 
in  the  church  of  Rome:  Johannes  de  Rupe  Scissia,  Anselmus, 
Marsicanus,  Robert  Grosthead,  bishop  of  Lincoln,  St.  Hilde- 
gardis,  abbot  Joachim,  whose  prophecies  and  pictures  pro- 
phetical were  published  by  Theophrastus  Paracelsus,  and 
John  Adrasder,  and  by  PaschaUnus  Regiselmus  at  Venice, 
4589 ;  but  (as  Ahab  said,  concerning  Micaiah)  these  do  not 
prophesy  good  concerning  Rome,  but  evil :  and  that  Rome 
should  be  reformed  *  in  ore  gladii  cruentandi'  was  one  of  the 

k  Mark,  xvi.  17.  I  Tom,  xiii.  p.  198, . 
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prophecies;  and,  *  universa  sanctorum  ecclesia  abscondetur,^ 

*  that  the  whole  church  of  the  saints  shall  be  hidden/  viz., 
in  the  days  of  Antichrist ;  and  that  in  the  days  o{  darkness, 
the  elect  of  God  shall  have  that  faith,  or  wisdom  to  them- 
selves,  which  they  have,  and  shall  not  dare  to  preach  it 
publicly,  was  another  prophecy,  and  carries  its  meaning 
upon  the  forehead,  and  many  more  I  could  tell;  but  whether 
such  prophecies  as  these  be  good  signs  that  the  church  of 
Rome  is  the  true  church,  I  desire  to  be  informed  by  the 
Roman  doctors,  before  I  trouble  myself  any  further  to  con- 
sider the  particul^s.  13.  Towards  the  latter  end  of  this 
catalogue  of  wonderful  signs,  the  ^  confession  of  adversaries' 
is  brought  in  for  a  note ;  and  no  question  they .  intended 
it  so  f  But  did  ever  any  pix)testant,  remaining  so,  confess 
the  church  of  Rome  to  be  the  true  catholic  diurch?  Let 
the  man  be  named,  and  a  sufficient  testimony  brought,  that 
he  was  *  mentis  compos,'  and  I  will  grant  to  the  church  of 
Rome  this  to  be  the  best  note  they  have.  14.  But  since 
'  the  enemies  of  the  church  have  all  had  tragical  ends,'  it  is 
no  question  but  this  signifies  the  church  of  Rome  to  be 
the  only  church.  Indeed,  if  all  the  protestants  had  died 
unnatural  deaths;  and  all  the  papists,  nay,  if  all  the  popes 
had  died  quietly  in  their  beds,  we  had  reason  to  deplore 
our  sad  calamity,  and  inquired  after  the  cause;  but  we 
could  never  have  told  by  this:  for,  by  all  that  is  before 
him,  a  man  cannot  tell  whether  he  deserves  love  or  hatred. 
And  all  the  world  finds,  that,  as  dies  the  papist,  so  dies 
the  protestant;  arid  the  like  event  happens  to  them  all: 
excepting  only  some  popes  have  been  remarked  by  their 
own  histories,  for  funest  and  direful  deaths.     16.  And  lately, 

*  temporal  prosperity'  is  brought  for  a  note  of.  the  true 
church ;  and  for  this  there  is  great  reason :  because  the 
cross  is  the  highway  to  heaven,  and  Christ  promised 
to  his  disciples,  for  their  lot  in  this  world,  great  and 
lasting  persecutions,  and  the  church  felt  his  blessing  for 
three  hundred  years  together.  But  this  had  been  a  better 
argument  in  the  mouth  of  a  Turkish  mufti,  than  a  Roman 
cardinal. 

And  now,  if  by  all  these  things,  we  cannot  certainly 
know  that  the  church  of  Rome  is  the  true  catholic  church, 
how  shall  the  poor  Roman  Catholic  be  at  rest  in  his  inquiry  ? 
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Here  is  in  all  this,  nothing  but  uncertainty  of  truth,  or  cer- 
tainty of  error. 

And  what  is  needful  to  be  added  more?  I  might  tire 
myself  and  my  reader,  if  I  should  enumerate  all  that  were 
rery  considerable  in  this  inquiry.  I  shall  not,  therefcnre, 
insist  upon  their  uncertainties  in  their  great  and  consider- 
able questions  about  the  number  of  the  sacraments :  which 
to  be  seven  is  with  them  an  article  of  faith ;  and  yet  fflnce 
there  is  not  amongst  them  any  authentic  definition  of  a 
sacrament;  and  it  is  not,  nor  cannot  be  a  matter  of  £utli, 
to  tell  what  is  the  fi>rm  of  a  sacramaat;  therefore,  it  is 
impossible  it  should  be  a  matter  of  faith,  to  tell  how  many 
they  are :  for  in  this  case  they  cannot  tell  the  number,  unless 
they  know  for  what  reason  they  are  to  be  accounted  so. 
The  fathers  and  schoolmen  differ  greatly  in  the  definition 
of  a  sacrament ;  and  consequently  in  the  numbering  of  them. 
St.  Gyprian  and  St.  Bernard  reckon  ^  washing  the  disciples* 
feet^  to  be  a  sacrament;  and  St  Austin  called  ^  omnem 
ritum  cultus  Divini,^  a  sacrament;  and  otherwhile  he  says 
there  are  but  two:  and  the  schoolmen  dispute  whether  or 
no,  a  sacrament  can  be  defined.  And  by  the  council  of 
Trent,  clandestine  marriages  are  said  to  be  a  sacrament; 
and  yet  that  the  church  always  dete^ied  them :  which  indeed 
might  very  well  be,  for  the  blessed  eucharist  is  a  sacramotit, 
but  yet  private  masses  and  communions  the  andent  church 
always  did  detest,  except  in  the  cases  of  necesdty.  But 
then,  when  at  Trent  they  declared  them  to  be  nidlities,  it 
would  be  very  hard  to  prove  them  to  be  sacraments.  All 
the  whole  aSkir  in  their  sacrament  of  order,  is  a  body  of 
contingent  propositions.  They  cannot  agree  where  the 
apostles  received  their  several  orders,  by  what  form  of 
words;  and  whether  at  one  time,  or  by  parts:  and  in  the 
institution  of  the  Lcu'd's  supper,  the  same  words  by  which 
some  of  them  say  they  were  made  priests,  they  ^generally 
expound  them  to  signify  a  duty  of  the  laity,  as  well  as  the 
clei^  ;  ^  Hoc  facite,^  which  signifies  one  thing  to  the  priest, 
and  another  to  the  people,  and  yet  there  is  no  mark  of 
difference.  They  cannot  agree  where,  or  by  whom,  extreme 
unction  was  instituted.  They  cannot  tell,  whether  any  wafer 
be  actually  transubstantiated,  because  they  never  can  know 
by  Divine  faith,  whether  the  supposed  priest  be  a  real  priest, 
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or  had  right  intention ;  and  yet  they  certainly  do  worship  it 
in  the  midst  of  all  uncertainties.  But  I  will  add  nothing 
more^  but  this ;  what  wonder  is  it,  if  all  things  in  the  church 
of  Rome  be  uncertain ;  when  they  cannot,  dare  not,  trust 
their  reason  or  their  senses  in  the  wonderful  invention  of  traur- 
substantiadon  ?  and  when  many  of  their  wisest  doctors  profess 
that  their  pretended  infallibility  does  finally  rely  upon  pru- 
dential motives? 

I  conclude  this,  therdbre,  with  the  words  of  St.  Austin  °^ : 
'^  Bcmotis  ergo  omnibus  talibus,^'  &c.  *^  All  things,  there- 
fore, being  removed,  let  them  demonstrate  their  church  if 
they  can,  not  in  the  sermons  and  rumours  of  the  Africans 
(Bomans),  not  in  the  councils  of  their  bishops,  not  in  the 
letters  of  any  disputers,  not  in  signs  and  deceitful  miracles ; 
because  against  these  things,  we  are  warned  and  prepared 
by  the  word  of  the  Lord :  but  in  the  prescript  of  the  law,  of 
the  prophets,  of  the  psalms,  of  the  evangeUsts,  and  all  the 
canonical  authorities  of  the  holy  books."  And  that  is  my 
next  undertaking ;  to  show  the  firmness  of  the  foundation,  and 
the  great  principle  of  the  religion  of  the  church  of  England 
«nd  Ireland ;  even  the  Holy  Scriptures. 


SECTION  II. 

Of  the  Sufficiency/  of  the  Holy  Scriptures  to  Salvation^  which 
is  the  great  Foundation  and  Ground  of  the  Protestant 
Religion. 

This  question  is  between  the  church  of  Rome  and  the 
church  of  England;  and,  therefore,  it  supposes  that  it  is 
amongst  them  who  believe  the  Scriptures  to  be  the  Word 
of  God.  The  Old  and  New  Testament  are  agreed  upon  to 
be  the  Word  of  God;  and  that  they  are  so,  is  delivered 
to  us  by  the  current  descending  testimony  of  all  ages  of 
Christianity:  and  they  who  thus  are  first  led  into  this 
behef,  find,  upon  trial,  great  after-proofs  by  arguments  both 
external  and  internal,  and  such  as  cause  a  perfect  adhesion 
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to  this  truth ;  that  they  are  God''s  word :  an  adhesion  (I  say) 
so  perfect,  as  excludes  all  manner  of  practical  doubting. 
Now  then  amongst  us  so  persuaded,  the  question  is,  whether 
or  no  the  Scriptures  be  a  sufficient  rule  of  our  faith,  and 
contain  in  them  all  things  necessary  to  salvation?  Or,  is 
there  any  other  ward  of  Grod  besides  the  Scriptures,  which 
delivers  any  points  of  faith  or  doctrines  of  life  necessary  to 
salvation  ?  This  was  the  state  of  the  question  till  yesterday. 
And  although  the  church  of  Rome  affirmed  tradition  to  be  a 
part  of  the  object  of  faith,  and  that  without  the  addition 
of  doctrine,  and  practices  delivered  by  tradition,  the  Scrip- 
tures were  not  a  perfect  rule;  but  together  with  tradition 
they  are:  yet  now  two  or  three  gentlemen  have  got  upon 
the  coach  wheel,  and  have  raised  a  cloud  of  dust,  enoujgh 
to  put  out  the  eyes  even  of  their  own  party,  making  them 
not  to  see,  what  till  now  all  their  seers  told  them ;  and  tra- 
dition is  not  only  a  suppletory  to  the  deficiencies  of  Scrip- 
ture, but  it  is  now  the  only  record  of  faith".  But  because 
this  is  too  bold  and  impossible  an  attempt,  and  hath  lately 
been  sufficiently  reproved  by  some  learned  persons  of  our 
church;  I  shall,  therefore,  not  trouble  myself  With  such  a 
frontless  error  and  illusion ;  but  speak  that  truth  which  by 
justifying  the  Scripture^s  fulness  and  perfection  will  ov»- 
throw  the  doctrine  of  the  Roman  church  denying  it,  and, 
^  ex  abundant!,'  cast  down  this  new  mud  wall,  thrown  into  a 
dirty  heap  by  M.  W.  and  his  under-dauber  M.  S.,  who  with 
great  pleasure  behold  and  wonder  at  their  own  work,  and  call 
it  a  marble  building. 

1.  That  the  Scripture  is  a  full  and  sufficient  rule  to 
Christians  in  faith  and  manners,  a  full  and  perfect  decla- 
ration of  the  will  of  God,  is  therefore  certain,  because  we 
have  no  other.  For  if  we  consider  the  grounds  upon  which 
all  Christians  believe  the  Scriptures  to  be  the  word  of  God, 
the  same  grounds  prove  that  nothinjg  else  is.  These  indeed 
have  a  testimony  that  is  credible*  as  any  thing  that  makes 
faith  to  men,  the  universal  testimony  of  all  Christians :  in 
respect  of  which  St.  Austin  said,  ^*  Eyangelio  non  crede- 
rem,'' &c,  "Ishoidd  not  believe  the  Gospel,  if.  the  autho- 
rity of  the  church,''  (that  is,  of  the  universal  church)    *'  did 

n  Vid.  Hist.  Concil.  Trident,  sub  Paul.  3.  A.  D.  1546. 
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not  move  me.^     The  iqpostles  at  first  owned  these  writings ; 
the  churches  received  them ;  they  transmitted  them  to  their 
posterity ;  they  grounded  their  faith  upon  them ;  they  proved 
their  propositions  by  them ;  by  them  they  confuted  heretics ; 
and  they  made  them  the  measures  of  right  and  wrong :  all 
that  collective  body  of  doctrines,  of  which  all  Christians  con- 
sentingly  made  public  confessions,   and  on  which  all  their 
hopes  of  salvation  did  rely,   were  all  contained  in  them; 
and  they  agreed  in  no  point  of  faith,  which  is  not  plainly  set 
down  in  Scripture.    And  all  this  is  so  certain,  that  we  aU. 
profess  ourselves  ready  to  believe  any  other  article,  which 
can  pretend  and  prove  itself  thus  proved,  thus  descended. 
Fcor  we  know,  a  doctrine  is  neither  more  nor  less  the  word 
of  God  for  being  written  or  unwritten ;  that  is  but  accidental 
and  extrinsical  to  it ;  for  it  was  first  unwritten,  and  then  the 
same  thing  was  written;    only  when  it  was  written  it  was 
better  conserved,    and    surer    transmitted,    and    not    easily 
altered,   and  more  fitted  to  be  a  rule.     And  indeed  only 
can  be  so :    not  but  that  every  word  of  God  is  as  much  a 
rule  as  any  word  of  God;    but  we  are  sure  that  what  is 
so    written,    and  so  transmitted,    is  God's  word;    whereas 
concerning    other  things  which  were  not   written,   we  have 
no   certain  records,   no  evident  proof,  no   sufficient  convic- 
tion;  and,   therefore,  it  is  not  capable  of  being  owned  as 
the  rule  of  faith  or  life,  because  we  do  not  know  it  to  be 
the  Word  of  Grod.     If  any  doctrine  which  is  ofiered  to  us 
by  the  church  of  Rome,  and  which  is  not  in  Scripture,  be 
proved  as  Scripture  is,  we  receive  it  equally:  but  if  it  be 
not,    it  is   to  be  received  according  to  the   degree  of  its 
probation ;    and  if  it  once  comes  to  be  disputed  by   wise 
and  good  men,  if  it   came  in  after  the  apostles,  if  it  rely 
but  upon  a  few  testimonies,  or  is  to  be  laboriously  argued 
into  a  precarious  persuasion,  it  cannot  be  the  true  ground 
of  faith;    and  salvation  can  never  rely  upon  it.     The  truth 
of  the  assumption  in  this  argument  will  rely  upon  an  iu^ 
duction,  of  which  all  churches  have  a  sufficient  experience, 
— there  being   in  no  church  any  one  instance   of  doctrine 
of  faith  or  life,  that  can  pretend  to  a  clear,  universal  tra- 
dition and  testimony  of  the  first  and  of  all  ages  and  churches, 
but  only  the  doctrine  contained  in  the  undoubted  books  of 
the  Old  and  New  Testament.    And  in  the  matter  of  good 
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life,  th6  case  is  evident  and  oertoki ;  wMch  makes  the  dtlief 
also  to  be  Uke  it ;  fat  there  is  no  original  or  -pmatey  com- 
mandment  coneeming  good  life,  but  it  is  plainly  and  n0to>» 
riously  found  in  Scripture :  no^  ledth  behg  the  feaa^ktioft  of 
good  life,  upon  whidi  it  is  most  TRtkmaRy  and  peraaatersXhf 
built;  it  is  strange  that  Scripture  should  be  sufficient  to 
teach  us  all  the  whole  superstructixK,  and  yet  be  defective  hi 
ihe  foundation. 

Ndther  do  we  doubt  but  that  there  Were  tttany  dihigs 
Spoken  by  Christ  and  his  apostles;,  which  were  never  written ; 
and  yet  those  few  only  that  were  written,  are,  by  tht  Dftvhie 
providence,  and  the  care  of  the  catholic  chtrrdi  of  the  first 
and  aS  descen<fing  ages,  preserved  to  us,  and  made  otir 
Gospel.  So  that  as  we  do  not  dispute,  nfiiether  the  wor^ 
which  Christ  spake,  and* the  miracles  he  did,  and  are  tiot 
written,  be  as  holy  and  as  true  as  those  whidi  are  written ; 
but  only  say,  they  are  not  our  rule  and  measured,  because 
they  are  unknown :  so  there  is  no  dispute,  whether  they  ht 
to  be  preferred  or  relied  upon,  as  the  written  or  unwritten 
word  of  God ;  for  both  ate  to  be  relied  upon,  and  boch 
equally;  always  provided  that  they  be  equally  known  to  be 
so.  But  that  which  ^e  say  is,  that  there  are  many  whidi 
are  called  traditions^  which  are  not  the  unwritten  word  of 
God ;  at  least  not  known  so  to  be  r.  and  the  doctrines  of  men 
are  pretended  and  obtruded  as  the  commandments  cf  God ; 
and  the  testimonies  of  a  few  men  are  made  to  support  a 
weight  as  great  as  that  which  relies  upon  universal  testimony; 
and  particular  traditions  are  equalled  to  universal,  the  un- 
certain to  the  certain;  and  traditions  ai*e  said  to  be  apos- 
tolical if  they  be  but  ancient;  and  if  they  come  from  we 
know  not  whom,  they  are  said  to  come  from  the  apostles; 
and  if  postnate,  they  are  called  primitive;  and  they  are 
argued  and  laboriously  disputed  into  the  title  of  apostolical 
traditions,  by  not  only  fallible  but  fallacious  arguments,  as 
will  appear  in  the  following  numbers.  This  is  the  state  of 
the  question;  and,  therefore,  1.  It  proves  itself^  because 
there  can  be  no  proof  to  the  contrary ;  since  the  older  the 
tradition  is,  the  more,  likely  it  can  be  proved,  as  being  nearer 
the  fountain,  and  not  having  had  a  long  current,  which,  as 
a  long  line  is  always  the  weakest,  so  in  long  descent  is  most 
likely  to  be  corrupted,  and,  therefore,  a  late  tradition  is 
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one  of  ^6  wot9i  arguments  in  the  wooeld ;  i%  follows  that 
WthM^  can  nowy  b^caufi^  nobbing  of  faith  yet  hath  beeq, 

S.  But  befd^  this  oon$Mer9,tio^^  the^  Scrip^ui^e  itself  k 
the  beat  l^tinip^j  of  its  own  iv^ni^  ac^  sufficiency.  \ 
hav^  ali^i^^  id  th^  iAtN>4u^W  ^&m^  "^^  ^9  proved  from 
Scriptui^  th«t  aU  la^^om^ry  tb|iig%  ^  eply^XjxxEk  ar^  th^^^ 
abundaatly  owitaii)^  i  that  i»i  I  lu^Te  proved  tl^t  Sci^p^ure 
says  cp.  K ^tbe^  Qi«ght  it  to  b^  replied  t^erea  that  no  n^^> 
testiioo^  c(9(l@eriang  hims^  ^s  foi  b^  ^cp^t^.  i^or  here 
we  suppose  that  we  are  agreed,  that  the  Scripture  says  tiiujet^ 
that  it  is  the  word  of  0ods  i|nd  can^Qf  be  dec^vet^;  ^nd  if 
thi&  be  4Qowed>  the  gcriptw^  then  (^n  give  te&tiviony  con-* 
coming  ttsfitf :  and  so  cm  any  man,  if  you  aHov  bim  tq  b^ 
isfalliUe,  aiid  all  duit  be  s$^8  to  b^  true.;  which  is  fhe  p^sfe 
of  Scripture  in  the  prea^t  oontroversy.  Apd  if  ypu  ifill  not 
allow  ScriptuTf  tq  give  testimony  to  itself,  who  shall  give 
testsmony  to  U?  Shall  the  church,  01?  the  pope,  suppose 
which  we  will?  But  who  shall  give  testimony  to  ^hem? 
Shall  they  give  credit  to  Scripture,  befqre  it  be  known  hoi^ 
they  ccwie  thems^vea  to  be  crediUe  ?  If  they  be  ^^qt  credible 
ci  tbem«alyes,  we  are  not  the  nearer  fpr  their  giying  their 
testimony  to  the  Scriptures,  But  if  it  be  s^d,  that  th^ 
ohureb  is  of  itself  crediUe  upon  its  own  authority,  this  must 
be  proved  before  it  can  be  admitted^  apd  theiii  bow  shall  this; 
be  proved  ?  And,  at  leasts  the  Scripture  viU  b^  pretended  to 
be  of  itself  credible  as  the  church*  And  sinc^  it  iff  evident 
that  all  the  dignity,  power,  authority*  office^  and  sanctity,  it 
bath,  CHT  {»etends  to  have,  can  no  other  way  be  proved  but 
by  the  Sariptures,  a  c(»iformity  to  them  in  all  doctrines,  laws^ 
and  manners,  being  die  only  charter  by  which  she  plaims :  it 
must  needs  be,  that  Scripture  hath  the  prior  right ;  and  can 
better  be  primd^y  credible  than  the  church,  pr  a;aj  thing 
else  that  daims  from  Scripture.  Nay,  therefore,  ^  quoad 
nos,^  it  is  to  be  allowed  to  be  primely  credible ;  because  there 
is  no  creature  besides  it  that  is  so.  Indeed  God  was  pleased 
to  find  out  ways  to  prove  the  Scriptures  to  be  hiei  word,  his 
immediate  word,  by  miraculous  consignations,  and  sufficient 
testimony,  and  confession  of  enemies,  and  of  all  men  that 
were  fit  to  bear  witness,    that   these  books  were  written  by 

such  men,   who,   by  miracle,  were  proved  to  be    *Piviui 

2  c  9 
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homines,'  men  endued  with  God"*B  Spirit,  and  trusted  with 
his  message;  and  when  it  was  thus  far  proved  by  Grod,  it 
became  the  immediate  and  sole  ministry  of  entire  salvation, 
and  the  whole  repository  of  -  the  Divine  will :  and  when 
things  were  come  thus  far,  if  it  be  inquired  whether  the 
Scriptures  were  a  sufficient  institution  to  salvation,  we  need 
no  other,  we  can  have  no  better  testimony  than  itself,  con- 
cerning itself.  And  to  this  purpose  I  have  already  brought 
from  it  sufficient  affirmation  of  the  point  in  question,  in  the 
preceding  answer  to  J.  S.'s  First  Way,  in  his  fourth  ap- 
pendix. 

3.  It  is  possible,  that  the  Scriptures  should  contain  in 
them  all  things  necessary  to  salvation.  God  could  cause 
such  a  book  to  be  written.  And  he  did  so  to  the  Jews  ;  he 
caused  his  whole  law  to  be  written,  he  engraved  in  stones,  he 
commanded  the  authentic  copy  to  be  kept  in  the  ark,  and 
this  was  the  great  security  of  the  conveying  it ;  and  tradition 
was  not  relied  upon:  it  was  not  trusted  with  any  law  of 
faith  or  manners.  Now,  since  this  was  once  done,  and, 
therefore,  is  always  possible  to  be  done,  why  it  should  not 
be  done  now,  there  is  no  pretence  of  reason,  but  very  much 
for  it.  For,  1.  Why  should  the  book  of  St.  Matthew  b^ 
called  the  Gospel  of  Jesus  Christ;  and  this  is  also  the  very 
title  of  St.  Mark^s  book ;  and  St«  Luke  affirms  the  design  of 
his  book  is  *  to  declare  the  certainty  of  the  things  then  be- 
lieved,' and  in  which  his  friend  was  instructed,  which  we 
cannot  but  suppose  to  be  the  whole  doctrine  of  salvation? 
2.  What  end  could  there  be  in  writing  these  books,  but 
to  preserve  the  memory  of  Christ's  history  and  doctrine? 
8.  Especially  if  we  consider  that  many  things  which  were  not 
absolutely  necessary  to  salvation,  were  set  down ;  and,  there- 
fore, to  omit  any  thing  that  is  necessary,  must  needs  be  an 
unreasonable  and  unprofitable  way  of  writing.  4.  There  yet 
never  was  any  catholic  father  that  did  affirm  in  terms,  or  in 
full  and  equivalent  sense,  that  the  Scriptures  are  defective  in 
the  recording  any  thing  necessary  to  salvation;  but  unani- 
mously they  taught  the  contrary,  as  I  shall  show  by  and 
l)y.  5.  The  enemies  of  Christian  religion  opposed  them- 
selves against  the  doctrine  contained  in  the  Scriptures,  and 
supposed,  by  that  means,  to  conclude  against  Christianity, 
and  they  knew  no  other  repository  of  ic,  and  estimated  no 
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other.  6.  The  persecutors  of  Christianity,  intending  to  de- 
stroy Christianity/  hoped  to  prevail  by  causing  the  Bibles  to 
be  burnt ;  which  had  been  a  fooUsh  and  unKkely  design,  if 
that  had  not  been  the  ark  that  kept  the  records  of  the  whole 
Christian  law.  7.  That  the  revealed  will  of  God,  the  law  of 
Christ,  was  not  written  in  his  lifetime,  but  preached  only  by 
word  of  mouth,  is  plain  and  reasonable ;  because  aU  was  not 
finished ;  and  the  salvation  of  man  was  not  perfected  till  the 
resurrection,  ascension,  and  descent  of  the  Holy  Ghost;  nor 
was  it  done  presently.  But  then  it  is  to  be  observed,  that 
there  was  a  Spirit  of  infallible  record  put  into  the  apostles, 
sufficient  for  its  pubUcation  and  continuance.  But  before  the 
death  of  the  apostles,  that  is,  before  this  Spirit  of  infallibility 
was  to  depart,  all  was  written  that  was  intended;  because 
nothing  else  could  infallibly  convey  the  doctrine.  Now,  this 
being  the  case  of  eivery  doctrine  as  much  as  of  any,  and  the 
case  of  the  whole,  rather  than  of  any  part  of  it;  it  must 
follow,  that  it  was  highly  agreeable  to  the  Divine  w.isdom,  and 
the  very  end  of  this  economy,  that  all  should  be  written ;  and 
for  no  other  reason  could  the  evangelists  and  apostles  write  so 
many  books. 

4.  But  of  the  sufiiciency  of  Scripture  we  may  be  con- 
vinced by  the  very  nature  of  the  thing.  For  the  sermons  of 
salvation  being  preached  to  all,  to  the  learned  and  unlearned, 
it  must  be  a  common  concern,  and,  therefore,  fitted  to  >aU 
capacities,  and,  consequently,  made  easy  for  easy  learners. 
Now,  this  design  is  plainly  signified  to  us  in  Scripture  by  the 
abbreviatures,  the  symbols  and  catalogues  of  .  ^  credenda  ;* 
which  are  short,  and  plain,  and  easy ;  and  to  which  salvation 
is  promised.  Now  if  **  he  that  believes  Jesus  Christ  to  be 
the  Son  of  God,  hath  eternal  life  <>  C^  that  is,  so  far  as  the  value 
and  acceptability  of  believing  does  extend,  this  faith  shall 
prevail  unto  salvation  ;  it  follows,  that  this  being  the  afiirma- 
tion  of  Scripture,  and  declared  to  be  a  competent  foundation 
of  faith ;  the  Scripture  that  contains  much  more,  even  the 
whole  economy  of  salvation  by  Jesus  Christ,  cannot  want 
any  necessary  thing,  when  the  absolute  necessities  are  so 
narrow.  Christ,  the  Son  of  God,  is  the  great  adequate 
pbject  of  saving  faith ;  **  to  know  God,  and  whom  he  hath 

^  1  John,  v.  10.    John,  zvii.  3. 
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s^t^  Jesus  Chtist,  tMs  is  eternal  life'.^  Now  tl&  id  tbe 
^eat  design  of  the  Xrospel*;  and  is  revealed  largely  in  'die 
Scriptures ;  so  that  there  i^  no  adeqtrate  t>bject  6f  SsMi,  bat 
\^hat  is  there.  S.  As  to  th^  attributes  'of  God,  and  of 
Christ,  that  Is,  sSl  diift  is  kvcfWk  ^  tinsoas  A^d  to  be  kHowD) 
Is  set  down  in  Smptute ;  Aat  *  God  is  the  reirtstiet  of  them 
that  diligenltly  iseek  hftn ;'  that  he  k  Ai^  Fountak  Xf[  ^trisdooi, 
Justice,  holittess,  )pOY/^ ;  tl^at  hi^  providence  is  over  all,  and 
itaerciy  unto  all :  tod  tonceriiteg  Christ  ^  *iU  *«  mtfribtfttte  '«nd 
qualifi^tions,  by  which  he  is  capable  and  fitted  t5  do  ibe  Vork 
of  redemption  for  us,  and  to  become  dur  Lord>  and  the  greiat 
King  cff  h^'aVen  "^d  iearth,  able  Hib  destroy  atl  his  «iiemk9s 
eternally,  hud  to  tewaid  his  ^rvaht%  with  a  gloricMs  and  inde- 
fectible kingdom :  all  tins  is  declftr^  in  Scripture.  So  that 
conceiving  the  full  dbgedt  'dl  7afth  inanife^ted  in  tiie  whole 
design  of  *tfce  Go&pel,  ¥he  Scripturfeh  ate  ftdl,  hfid  ^aitever  is 
to  be  1)dieved  cK  the  ''aiHributes  'bellMxgihg  to  ^s  prime  and 
full  objc?ct,  all  iJiat  afeo  h,  %i  S<^tu'r^,  fWly  declared.  And 
all  the  ^cts  of  f&It!h,  l)te  atitecedent^,  th^  fdrmal,  and  the 
consequent  acts  of  faith,  -are  ^here  expressly  cdrnmamded; 
viz.  to  know  God,  to  believe  in  his  name  and  word,  %o  h^evt 
in  his  Son ;  and  to  '6bdy  his  Sdu,  by  tihe  con8e(][uent  acts  of 
faith ;  all  this  is  set  doWli  ih  Scrijitui^':  ft.  ^hsdh  ttot  only 
we  are  c6intnanded  ko  'keep  thfe  66rmina<<l9menti9,  ftut  we  are 
told  which  they  afre.  ^here  We  ^re  tat^ht  to  honoor  and 
fear,  to  love  sftid  bbejr  tSdd  arfd  Mfe  tdiily  Son';  to  ftai:  and 
reverence  hitn,  to  stdibte  and  ^ivodite  hirfr,  to  'CJ*ave  his  'aid, 
and  to  give  him  thaiiks ;  ndt  to  tfuist  in,  ^  call  tipon,  'any 
tiling  ihat  hrfth  no  ^Bivine  eiWjiiire  &^t^  or  DiVilie  ^taoel- 
len^e  m  itself.  It  is  iso  par^icul^  %i  IreOoiilitMig  all  lilfe  ^fferts 
of  duty,  iShat^t  <fesceii<fe  ^edaftly  ^fo  ^nuitu^ate  *<he  duties  df 
kings  and  i^ubjects,  bitffiops  and  ^p^ffpiby  pkt&titb  Md  <Mldlpai, 
md^t^rs  and  s^tv^nts ;  ^o  sheTw  love  arid  fiiiOifidlidsls  to  our 
equals ;  to  our  Ilif^Ors  'cOdnsel  'ftiiA  h^,  ^fte^dtft*  Imfl  gbod 
will,  IJdunty  anfl  Mhdness,  a  ^ood  ^thfd  iteid  ^  'gdoA'deed : 
the  Scriptdre  'httth  giv'dih  us  'cditftniitidnierits  'e&tSsi&Mng  -oUr 
"Very  thoti^ts  to  be  *thkrikfril  and  ^hospitable,  'to  be-fauoAile 
arid  complying ;  Whatever  goofl  thing  was  taught  by  any  ^ttr 
sill  the  philosophers  in  the  world,  all  ibat,  arid  mtu^h  'mbfe,  <}s 
in  the  Scriptures,  and  that  in  a  much  better  manner :    and 

^  JohO;  xvii.  3. 
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4b»i  it  might  ii{)pear  that  nothing  could  be  wtMitin^  the  rery 
degrees  and  order  of  virtues  is  there  fHrovided  tar.  And  tf 
jbU  this  be  not  the  bigh  way  to  salvation,  and  sufficient  to  all 
it^;ents  of  God  and  the  souk  of  men,  let  any  man  come  fertfa 
aad  say,  as  Christ  said  to  the  young  man,  *'  Restat  adhuc 
iinum,^  ^^  tliei«  is  one  thii^  wanting  yet,^— «nd  kt  him 
ahow  it»     But  let  us  consider  a  little  further. 

g.  What  is,  or  what  oan  be  wantmg  to  the  fulness  of 
Scripture  ?  Is  not  all  that  we  know  of  the  life  and  deadi  of 
Jesus,  set  down  in  the  writings  of  the  New  Testament?  Is 
there  any  one  miracle  that  ever  Christ  did,  the  notice  of 
which  i^  convieyed  to  ws  by  tradition?  Do  we  know  any 
ihing  that  Christ  did  or  said  but  what  is  in  Scripture  ?  Some 
things  were  reported  to  have  been  said  by  Christ  secretly  to 
the  apostles,  and  by  the  apostles  secretly  to  scxne  favourite 
discSples:  but  s(»ne  of  tbc^Be  things  are  notbehered;  and 
nooe  of  the  other  is  known :  so  that  eith<ar  we  mustcofnchide 
that  the  Scripture  contains  fully  a}l  things  of  fidth  and  obe- 
^^Eice,  or  else  we  have  no  gospel  at  all;  for,  except  what  is 
in  Scripture^  we  have  not  a  sufSciait  record  of  almost  one 
iutying,  Of  one  miracle.  St.  Paul  quotes  one  saying  of  Christ, 
which  is  not  in  imy  of  the  four  Gospds,  but  it  is  in  the 
Scriptures,  "  It  is  bett^  to  gjive  than  to  receive  C"  and  St. 
Jerome  records  another,  *^  Be  never  vary  glad,  but  when 
you  sec  your  brother  Kve  in  charity.'' — Df  St  Paul  had  not 
'written  the  first,  and  transmitted  it  in  Scripture,  we  had  not 
known  it  any  mGa!e  /than  those  many  other  wUeh  are  loat  for 
Bot  being  written:  and  for  the  quotadonicf  St.  Jerome,  it  is 
tnie,  it  is  a  good  saying;  but  whether  they  were  Cteist's 
wonds  or  no,  we  ha^e  ;biit  a  single  testimony.  Now,  then, 
how  is  k  peasible  that  the  Scriptusres  should  not  contain  aH 
things  necessary  to  aidvation ;  when  of  all  the  words  of  Christ,'-— 
ia  whiGh  certaii%  ^il  neoessBry  things  to  salvation  must  needs 
he  anferined,  or  dm  ihqr  were  m^er  revealed,— ^tbeve  is 
Bot  ^Bttf  one  sayings  iar  xdiniele,  or  story  of  Christ,  in  any 
Aiag^atris  matmal,  pt^eserved  in  eny  indubitable  recQrd,  but 
in  Ser^i»e  alone  ? 

€.  That  «he  Scrip<«res  do  not  contain  in  them  all  things 
Becessary  ^  salvation,  is  the  fountain  of  mimy  great  and 
capital  errors ;  I  instance  in  the  whole  doctrine  of  the  liber- 
tines, familists,  quak€«»,  iwid  other  ea^basiasts,  which  issue 
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frcxn  this  corrupted  fountain.  For  this,  that  the  Scriptures 
do  need  a  suppletory,  that  they  are  not  perfect  and  sufficient 
to  salvation  of  themselyes,  is  the  TrqSrov  -^sv^o^j  the  great 
fundamental  both  of  the  Roman  religion,  and  that  of  the 
libertines  and  quakers,  and  those  whom  in  Germany  they  call 
^  spirituales  ;^  such  as  David  George,  Harry  Nicholas,  Swenck- 
feld,  Sebastian  Franck,  and  others.  These  are  the  men  that 
call  the  Scriptures,  "  The  letter  of  the  Scripture,  the  dead 
letter,  insufficient,  inefficacious.  This  is  but  the  sheath  and 
the  scabbard,  the  bark  and  the  shadow,  a  carcass  void  of  the 
uternal  light,  not  apt  to  impript  a  perfect  knowledge  in  us  of 
what  is  necessary  to  salvation.**^  But  the  Roman  doctors 
say  the  same  things.  We  know  who  they  are  that  call  the 
Scriptures  "J,  the  "  outward  letter,  ink  thus  figured  in  a 
book,  unsensed  character?,  waxed-natured  words  not  yet 
sensed,  apt  to  blunder  and  confound,  but  to  clear  little  or 
nothing  :*"  thesB  are  as  bad  words  as  the  other,  and  some  of 
them  the  same ;  and  all  draw  a  long  tail  of  evil  consequents 
behind  them.  1.  From  this  principle,  as  it  is  promoted  by 
the  fanatics,  they  derive  a  wandering,  unsettled,  and  a  dis- 
solute religion.  For  they,  supplying  the  insufficiency  of 
Scripture  by  an  inward  word,  which  being  only  within,  it  is 
subject  to  no  discipline,  reducible  into  no  order,  not  '  sub- 
mitted to  the  spirits  of  the  prophets,"  and  hath  no  rule  by 
which  it  can  be  directed,  examined,  or  judged :  hence  comes 
the  infinite  variety  and  contradictions  of  religion,  commenced 
by  men.  of  this  persuasion.  A  religion  that  wanders  from 
day  to  day,  from  fancy  to  fancy,  and  alterable  by  every  new 
illusion.  A  religion  in  which  some  man  shall  be  esteemed 
an  infallible  judge  to-day,  and  next  week  another:  but  it 
may  happen,  that  any  man  may  have  his  turn,  and  any 
mischief  may  be  believed  and  acted,  if  the  devil  get  into  the 
chair.  2,  From  this  very  same  prindple,  as  it  is  promoted 
by  the  papists,  they  derive  a  religion  imperious,  interested, 
and  tyrannical.  For  as  the  fanatics  supply  the  insufficiency 
of  Scripture  by  the  word  internal,  so  do  the  Roman  doctors 
by  the  authority  of  the  church :  but  when  it  comes  to  prac* 
tice,  as  the  fanatics  give  the  supreme  power  of  teaching  and 
defining  to  the  ^  chief  elder  in  the  love  ;^  so  do  the  papistSj^ 

^  J.  S.  in  Surefooting;  and  Append.  ir« 
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especially  the  Jesuits,  give  it  to  the  pope:  and  the  difference 
is  not,  that  the  fanatics  give  the  supreme  judgment  to  some 
one,  and  the  papists  give  it  to  the  whole  church ;  for  these 
also  give  it  but  to  one  man,  to  the  pope,  whose  judgment, 
voice,  and  definition,  must  make  up  the  deficiencies  of  Scrip- 
ture. But  because  the  fanatics,  as  it  happens,  change  their 
judge  every  month,  therefore  they  have  an  ambulatory 
religion;  but  that  of  the  Boman  way  establishes  tyranny; 
because  their  judge  being  one,  not  in  person  but  in  succes- 
sion, and  having  alwiEtys  the  same  interest,  and  having 
already  resolved  upoa  their  way,  and  can,  when  they  hst,  go 
further  upon  the  stock  of  the  same  principles,  and  being 
established  by  human  power  will  unalterably  persist  in  their 
right  and  their  wrong,  and  will  never  confess  an  error,  and 
are  impatient  of  contradiction ;  and,  therefore,  they  impose 
irremediably,  and  what  they  please,  upon  consciences,  of 
which  they  have  made  themselves  judges.  Now,  for  these 
things  there  is  no  remedy  but  from  Scripture,  which,  if  it 
be  allowed  full,  perfect,  and  sufficient  unto  all  the  things 
of  God,  then  whatsoever  either  of  these  parties  say,  must 
be  tried  by  Scripture;  it  must  be  showed  to  be  there,  or 
be  rejected.  But  to  avoid  the  trial  there,  they  tell .  you 
the  Scripture  is  but  a  dead  letter,  unsensed  characters, 
words  without  sense,  or  unsensed ;  and,  therefore,  this  must 
be  supplied  by  the  inward  word,  says .  one ;  by  the  pope^s 
word  in  cathedrS,  says  the  other ;  and  then  both  the  inward 
word  and  the  pope's  word  shall  rule  and  determine  every 
thing;  and  the  Scriptures  will  signify  nothing:  but  as 
under  pretence  of  the  word  internal,  every  new  thing  shall 
pass  for  the  word  of  God,  so  it  shall  do  also  under  the 
B^man  pretence.  For  not  he  that  makes  a  law,  but  he 
that  expounds  the  law,  gives  the  final  measures  of  good 
or  evil.  It  follows  from  hence,  that  nothing  but  the  Scrip- 
ture^s  sufficiency  can  be  a  sufficient  limit  to  the  inundation 
of  evils,  which  may  enter  from  these  parties  relying  upon 
the  same  false  principle.  My  last  argument  is  from  tradition 
itself:  for, 

7.  If  we  inquire  upon  what  grounds  the  primitive  church 

^     did  rely  for  their  whole  religion,   we   shall  find  they  knew 

none  else  but  the   Scriptures,  *  Ubi   Scriptum  ?'    was  their 

first  inquiry  ?   '  Do  the  prophets  and  the  apostles,  the  evan- 
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gelifttt,  or Ihe epistles «ii J 80 ?  ftedlit^wTC^  asd  tihentaKii 
it ;  -else  reject  it :'  thej  eali  upon  iheir  diaries  in  the  woMk 
dT  Christy  ^  eenrdh  the  Scriptures;^  tbej  offim  that  the 
8eri{ftures  «re  flill,  Aat  they  are  aperfsot  rale^  that  tfaegr  cam* 
tain  all  things  necessaiy  to  salivation:  and  £nom  hence  Axsf 
«lMif uted  all  heeesieB. 

This  I  shdl  dearly  f«9oine  by  abundant  testioMiiies :  of 
^lUdi  though  ituaiy  of  them  hm^  been  ^Ifeady  observed  by 
1^^  many  learned  persons  ;  yetibeca«Mk  I  ia^e  added  othevs, 
not  so  noted,  and  ha^E  collected  mth  diligence  and  caief 
and  have  rescued  diem  fiom  ehnsory  answera;  I  have  there- 
fyre  chosen  to  repttesent  tbem  tiigether^  boping  thqr  may  fae 
of  more  usefuhiess  dun  trouble,  beeanse  i  bsire  hece  made  a 
trial,  whether  the  chnnsh  of  Borne  be  in  good  earnest,  or  no, 
^hen  she  {N*etends  to  follow  tradition;  or  how  it  is  that  she 
expects  a  tradition  shall  be  prored.  fVir  this  doctrine  of  the 
Scripture's  sufficiency  I  shall  now  prove  by  a  full  tsadidon; 
therefore,  if  she  believes  tradition,  let  iter  aeknowiedge  tbis 
fmdition  which  is  «6  fully  proved ;  andtf  this  do  net  aeraotint 
to  a  full  probation,  then  it  is  but  reasonable  to  expect  from 
them,  that  they  never  obtrude  upon  us  any  thing  for  traditioa, 
or  any  tradition  for  necessary  to  be  beKev^  till  tbey  have 
pfroved  it  such  by  proofs  more,  and  more  dear,  duin  this 
essay  concerning  the  sufficiency  AUd  p^ifccebn  of  die  Sivine 
'Scriptures.  * 

I  begin  with  St.  Irenssus '.  '<  We  know  that  die  Scriptures 
ure  perfect,  for  they  tfre  spoken  bythe^mrd  of  God,  aiid^by 
his  Spirit.  Therefore  *  read  diligendy  the  Gosj^ls,  >given  UBto 
us  by  the  apostles ;  und  9ead  dtMgtotly  the  pra^gbets,  and 
you  ^all  find  every  action  and  the  ^^k  -doctrine,  and  tbe 
t^hole  passion  of  our  Lord  prea€J!ieS  in  tbem.  And  indeed 
we  bave  received  the  economy  cS  onr  «ailhra;tion  by  no  other 
"but  by  fhose,  by  whom  the  Groffpel  <anne  tn  us;  ^hioh  truly 
ttiey  then  preached,  but  afterwards,  by  fSie  wiM  ^IBod,  «ldi- 
vered  to  us  in  die  "Scriptures,  which  Was  i»  be  4te  pfflor  and 
ground  to  our  faith.'"     These  are  the  woirfe  -elf  this  saint, 

r  Hecthisim^  qoMem  vcientes  •qtiia  Scri{>tQne  ^pildom  <pe#feete  «a]it,  qoippe 
It  ti^bo  Dei  et  fipirita  ejos  dlictee^  iib.  ii.c.  47. 

*  Lib.  Iv.  e.  66.  Legite  diligeniius  id  quod  «b  f^poslolis  est  evangelium 
nobis  datum,  et  legite  diligentiiis  prophetas,  et  invenietis  univenam  actio- 
nem^ et  omnem  doctnnam  Domini  nostri  piMicatamift  ipstf. 
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who  "Was  xme  of  the  Inost  =ancient  fillers  «f  the  thurcJi,  a^hreek 
by  birth,  by  dignity  arid^inpioyinent  ti  bishop  ih  ^itriice,  anA 
iso  ta&st  Sbeiy  to  knbw  tive  {letlse  iiriid  )nile  of  4be  -eastf^  ttnd. 
%est^i*n  church^. 

Next  to  St.  Iren&eiM,  #e  hrfve  the  doctrine  of  St.  Clemens 
i»F  Alexandiia'  in  theiie  wordis^  ^^  He  hath  i6st  the  being  a 
ihan  of  God,  and  of  hSAg  taMSKd  \6  tte  Lord,  Mrho  hatb 
kicked  against  tradition  ecclesla^cal,  ^md  bath  turned  to 
the  opinions  of  humaa  hdreines.*'  What  fe  flifc  tradition 
•cdesbstical ;  and  where  is  it  tt>  be  found?  That  follows, 
**  But  he,  who  retumi«g  out  of  error,  dbejns  the  Scriptures, 
and  hatb  permitted  his  life  to  truth,  be  Is,  of  ti  taan,  in  a 
'manner  made  a  god.  For  the  Ldtd  is  the  prindple  of  our 
•doctrine,  who  by  the  projects  and  the  "Gospel,  and  the 
biessed  apostles,  at  sundry  times,  tmd  in  divers  manners, 
leads  us  from  the  beginning  to  the  end.  He  that  is  faithful 
of  himself  is  wiorthy  of  faith  in  -Qie  voice  and  Scripture  of 
ibe  Lord,  which  is  usually  exercised  through  tfie  Lord  to 
the  benefit  of  men,  for  this  Scripture  we  use  for  the  finding 
but  df  things,  this  wfe  itse  as  the  rule  of  jud^g. — ^But  if  it 
be  not  enough  to  spealc  our  opinions  absolutely,  biit  that  we 
imtM  prove  what  we  say,  we  expect  no  testimo'ny  that  is 
given  by  men,  but  by  the  voice  of  the  Loi-d  we  pVove  the 
question ;  and  this  is  more  worthy  of  belief  than  any  demon- 
stration; or  rather  it  is  Ibe  only  demonstration,  by  which 
knowledge  they  who  have  tasted  of  the  Scriptures  alone,  are 
fiuthful."  Afterwards  he  tells  how  the  Scriptures  are  a 
perfect  demonstration  of  the  faith :  "  perfectly  demon- 
strating out  of  the  Scriptures  themselves,  concemirig  them- 
selves, we  speak  or  persuade  demonstratively  of  the  faith. 
Although  even  they  that  go  after  heresies,  do  dare  to  use  the 
Scriptures  of  the  prophets.  But  first  they  use  not  all,  neither 
them  that  are  perfect,  nor  as  the  whole  body  and  contexture 
of  the  prophecy  does  dictate :  but  choosing  out  those  things 
which  are  spoken  ambiguously,  Aey  draw  fhem  to  thdr  own 
opinion."" — -Then  he  tells  how  we  shall  best  use  and  undeiw 
stand  the  Scriptures :  **  Let  every  one  consider  what  is 
agreeable  to  the  Almighty  Lord  God,  and  what  becomes 
him,   and  in  that  let  him  confirm  every  ^ring  from  those 

»  ^trom.lib.  vii.  p.  757.  fedit.  t^aria.  1629. 
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things  which  are  demonstrated  from  the  Scriptures,  out  of 
those  and  the  like  Scriptures.""— And  he  adds,  that  *^  it  is  the 
guise  of  heretics,  when  they  are  overcome  by  showing  that 
they  oppose  Scriptures, — ^yet  still  they  choose  to  follow  that 
which  to  them  seems  evident,  rather  than  that  which  is 
spoken  of  the  Lord  by  the  prophets,  and  by  the  Gospel,  and 
what  is  proved  and  confirmed  by  the  testimony  of  the  apos- 
tles:"— ^and  at  last  concludes",  "they  became  impious,  be- 
cause they  believe  not  the  Scriptures ;" — and  a  little  before 
this,  he  asks  the  heretics,  **  Will  they  deny,  or  will  they  grant 
there  is  any  demonstration  ?  I  suppose  they  will  all  grant 
there  is ;  except  those,  who  also  deny  that  there  are  senses. 
But  if  there  be  any  demonstration,  it  is  necessary  to  descend 
to  questions,  and  from  the  Scriptures^  themselves  to  learn 
demonstradvely,  how  the  heresies  are  fallen;  and  on  the 
contrary,  how  the  most  perfect  knowledge  is  in  the  truth 
and  the  ancient  church." — But  again,  ^'  they  that  are  ready 
to  spend  their  time  in  the  best  things,  will  not  give  over 
seeking  for  truth,  until  they  have  found  the  demonstration 
from  the  Scriptures'  thenaselves." — ^And  after  this,  adds  his 
advice  to  Christians,  "  to  wax  old  in  the  Scriptures,  and 
thence  to  seek  for  demonstrations." — These  things  he  spoke, 
not  only  by  way  of  caution  to  the  Christians,  but  also  of 
opposition  to  the  Gnostics,  who  were  very  busy  in  pretending 
ancient  traditions.  This  is  the  discourse  of  that  great  Chris- 
tian philosopher  St.  Clement ;  from  which,  besides  the  direct 
testimony  given  to  the  fulness  and  sufficiency  of  Scripture 
in  all  matters  of  faith,  or  questions  in  religion ;  we- find  him 
affirming  that  the  Scriptures  are  a  certain,  aud  the  only 
demonstration  of  these  things ;  they  are  the  x^/ttj^iov,  *  the 
rule'  of  judging  the  controversies  of  faith;  that  the  trkdition 
ecclesiastical,  that  is,  the  whole  doctrine  taught  by  the 
church  of  God,  and  preached  to  all  men,  is  in  the  Scripture; 
and  therefore  that  it  is  the  plenary  and  perfect  repository  of 
tradition,  that  is,  of  the  doctrine  delivered  by  Christ  and  his 
apostles :  and  they  who  believe  not  these,  are  impious.  And 
lest  any  man  should  say,  that,  ^  suppose  Scripture  do  contain 

«  *A^tCu9  r»  k*t^u9  rtui  y^a^m^f.     Page  755. 
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ftU  things  necessary  to  salvation,  yet  it  is  necessary  that  tradition, 
or  some  infallible  church,  do  expound  them, '  and  then  it  is  as 
long  as  it  is  broad,  and  comes  to  the  same  issue ;'  St.  Clement 
tells  us  how  the  Scriptures  are  to  be  expounded ;  saying,  that 
**  they  who  rely  upon  them,  must  expound  Script  res  by 
Scriptures,  and  by  the  analogy  of  faith,  '  comparing  spiritual 
things  with  spiritual,'  one  place  with  another,  a  part  with  the 
whole,  and  all  by  the  proportion  to  the  Divine  attributes." 
This  was  the  way  of  the  church  in  St.  Clement's  time ;  and 
this  is  the  way  oif  our  churches.  But  let  us  see  how  this  affair 
went  in  other  churches  and  times,  and  whether  there  be  a  suc- 
cession and  an  universality  of  this  doctrine  of  the  suffidency  of 
Scripture  in  all  the  aifairs  of  God. 

The  next  is  Tertullian",  who  writing  against  Hermogenes, 
that  affirmed  God  made  the  world  not  of  nothing,  but  of  I 
know  not  what  pre-existent  matter;  appeals  to  Scripture 
in  thp  question,  whose  fulness  Tertullian  adores;  *^  Let  the 
shop  of  Hermogenes  show  that  this  thing  is  written.  If  it 
be  not  written,  let  him  fear  the  woe  pronounced  against  them 
that  add  to  or  take  from  Scripture.*^  Against  this  testimony 
it  is  objected,  that  *  here  Tertullian  speaks  but  of  one  ques^ 
tion:'  So  Bellarmine*  answers:  and  from  him  E.  W.  and 
A.  L.  To  which  the  reply  is  easy :  for  when  Tertullian 
challenges  Hermogenes  to  show  his  proposition  in  Scripture; 
he  must  mean  that  the  fulness  of  the  Scripture  was  sufficient 
not  only  for  this,  but  for  all  questions  of  religion ;— or  dse  it 
had  been  an  ill  way  of  arguing,  to  bring  a  negative  argument 
from  Scripture,  against  this  alone.  For  why  was  Hermogenes 
tied  to  prove  this  proposition  from  Scripture  more  than  any 
other?  Either  Scripture  was  the  rule  for  all,  or  not  for  that. 
For  suppose  the  heretic  had  said,  ^  It  is  true,  it  is  not  in 
Scripture ;  but  I  have  it  from  tradition,  or  it  was  taught  by 
my  forefathers  f  there  had  been  nothing  to  have  replied  to 
this;  but  that,  it  may  be,  he  had  no  tmdition  for  it.  Now  if 
'Hermogenes  had  no  tradition,  then  indeed  he  was  tied  to 
show  it  in  Scripture;  but  then  Tertullian  should  rhave  said, 
let  Hermogenes  show  where  it  was  written,  or  that  it  is  a  tra- 
dition :  for  if  the  pretending  and  proving  tradition  (in  case 

»  Contr.  Henn.  C.22.  i 

A  De  v«rb.  Dei^  lib*  iv.  c.  11.  Sect.  Profert  undecimo. 
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thet€>  were  any  mosh  pfet^oofr  i^  thtf  queilioD)  had  ben  a 
•ttffieimt  answer ;  then  TerliiUiaii  had  no  sufficimit  asguiaesi^t 
agaioMt  Hermogeaes  by  c^aUing  for  auihmty  from  Scrip* 
lure:  but  he  dMM  hav^  aaidf  if  >t  be  not  *  scriptum^  cxr 
<  tradituia*  '  imtl#i>'  oir  ^deUivered;'  Ift  Qeiviogen^a fear  tba 
woe  ta  the  addeipa  ev  detw^tera.  Bu(  if  he  will  auj^pefi^  Tew 
tuUiaa  i^m^  wiadj  wd  niffioMitly^  be  n^vctt  pean  thai  daf 
SoripUUPa  muat  he  Uie  vule  i«  all  qiiestiap^  and  90  doetrine 
ia  to  be  taught  that  k  not  taught  the:e»  But  to  p«t  this 
ihi^g  f0$t  dispute  TertuUian  himsetf  extaida  thia  rule  to  en 
uuiiferaal  oomiHrehaiiiioa ;  ^  by  this  iBatnuoent  d^daKes 
that  hfifetiea  as?  to  be  confuted^  ^*  Take  from  the  h«r^9«s 
that  which  they  have  in  otawBoii  with  the  heathena}  tue. 
thw  £thiiki  lewmBg,  and  let  them  dispute  thdr  quasticnis 
by  Scfipture  akne,  and  they  can  never  atand.*'  By  irhicb  U 
la  plafaif  that  the  Scriptare  ia  sufiBdent  far  ail  fiiithy  because 
it  is  aufflcient  to  convince  all  heresiea  and  deviatians  tram, 
the  faith  i  for  whidi  vary  reaan  the  heretics  abo,  as  fae^  ob» 
serves,  attempted  to  fffove  their  propositions  from  argumoita 
from  Beriptiniei  Id^  indeed  th^re  was  no  odier  waj^;  because 
the  articles  of  fkith  are  to  be  proved  by  the  writings  of  faitb^ 
that  is,  the  Scripture;  that  was  the  rule:  how  contrary  thia 
is  to  the  praetioe  and  doctrine  of  Rome  at  this  day,  we  eaaly 
find  by  their  doctors  charging  all  heresies  upon  the  Soripturea, 
as  occasioned  by  them;  and  fcMrbidding  the  people  to  read 
them  fbr  fear  of  ocMTupting  their  weak  heads ;  nay,  it  hath 
been  prohibited  to  certain  bishops  to  read  the  Scriptures  lest 
they  become  heretics.  And  this  folly  hath  proceeded  so  fbr, 
that  Erasmus^  tdls  us  <^  a  Dominican,  who  being  urged  in  a 
scfaolastical  disputation  with  an  argument  from  Scripture,  varied 
out,  it  was  a  Lutheran  way  of  disputation,  and  protested 
against  the  answering  it !  which,  besides  that  it  is  more  than  a 
vehement  suspicion  that  these  men  find  the  Scriptures  not  to 
look  like  a  friend  to  their  propositions ;  it  is  also  a  manifest 
procedure  contrary  to  the  wisdom,  religicm,  and  economy  of 
the  primitive  church. 

The  next  I  noteis  Origen':  who  when  he  propounded  a 

b  De  Praescript.  c  Jq  Cpist. 

d  Tract.  5.  in  Matt,  versua  finem.  Vide  etiam  homil.  85.  in  Matt,  homil.  7. 
in  £zek.  homil.  4.  in  Jerem.  Quos  locos  citat  Bellarm.  ubi  aupril,  Sect« 
Secundd  profert. 
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fcfiaitian  ccmotniaig^  the  mtgAs  ga8sdSm»  of  filtle  cUdiMi, 
w*  ^  Whe»  Ae  tmf^  wife  appeialed  ta  then?  «t  thck 
Irivdv  or  al  dm  biqptiiiii.?'*  Btoaddi^ '^Yoatfee^i^tlut  wxU 
discuss  both  of  them  warily,  it  is  his  part  ta  {Hroduce  Scrip*- 
tote  loK  talamomjif  a,gtmmg  to  one  of  tfatm  botk^'^    That 
was  the  wa^r  of  die  dbelan  Ihcn*    AaA  9mpt»me  k  so  fUl 
and  pcitet  to  ifl  inteBts  and  pvpoM^  thk  fer  th«  eon- 
fifiatiwdi  eurdsmmes^  Seriptautie  is  to  bafasQU|^  saith 
€b%n.    ^  Wc«  know  Jestia  Ciiriit  is  Ood^  and  we  seek  to 
expoaa|d  the  words  whseh  ave  spoken^  aecordiiig  to  the  d%^ 
aky  of  the  person^    Wheretiore  il  is  neeessaij  £ar  ua  to  eaU 
file  SitiyiyieB  nto  teathneai^ ;  ftxr  our  meaniii^  a»d  aoBMam« 
tkisis,  without  disse  witossscs,  have  no  beEef."    To  these 
wovds   BeUamriste   aosweta  most  cUUisUy:    sayiag^   that 
^  Otigai  speska  of  the  hardest  qoestions,  sueb  as  tcft  the 
most  pnt  tio^tieiia  are  nee  aboot^    But  it  is  evident  that 
tfasreCote  Orism  require*  testimony  of  Scrq>tores^  not  bs^ 
cause  of  the  dUtteutty  of  tfaiogs  to  be  inquiied;  but  because 
without  such  testinoBy  they  are  not  to  be  believed.     For  so 
are  hia  very  -watdtr;  and  theiefoie  whether  they  be  easy  or 
hard,  if  they  be  net  in  Scripture,  the  questions  will  be  in* 
determinable.     That  ie  the  sense  of  OrigenV  argum^t     But 
more pisdnly  yet';  '«  After  these  things,  as  his  custDm  is,  he 
will  aSrm  (or  prove)  from  the  holy  Scriptures  ^i4iat  he  had 
said ;  and  also  gives  an  example  to  the  doctors  of  the  chureh^ 
that  those  things  wfaidi  they  speak  to  the  people,  they  should 
prove  them,  not  as  produced  by  their  own  sentences,  but 
defended  by  Drnne  testimonies ;  for  if  he,  so  great,,  and  such 
an  apostle,  believes  not  that  the  authority  of  his  saying  can 
be  sufSdent,  tmkss  he  teaches  that  those  things  which  he 
says  are  written  in  the  law,  and  the  prophets: — how  mudi 
rather  ought  we  who  are  the  least,  observe  this  thing,  that 
we  do  not,  when  we  teach,  produce  our  own,  but  the  sen- 
tences of  the  Holy  Ghost  ?^    Add  to  this  what  he  says  in 
another  place*;  *' As  our  Saviour  imposed  silence  upon  the 
Sadducees  by  the  word  of  his  doctrine,  and  faithfully  convinced 

•  JemnA  Christum  scimus  Devm:  quflerimun  verba  qun  dicta  sunt,  jaxla 
peisoDie  exponere  dignitatefii.  Qnapropter  neoesse  nobis  est  Scriptuias  sanc«> 
tas  in  testtnonii]m>ocare :  sensos  quippe  nostri,  et  enarrationes^  sine  bis  tes" 
tilros,  son  habent  fldem. 

f  In  Epist.  ad  Rom,  lib.  iii.  '  Tract.  98.  in  Malt. 
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that  false  opinion  wbkh  they  thought  to  be  truth;  ao  alao 
shall  the  foUowersof  Christ  do,  by  the  examples  of  Scriptuje, 
by  which  according  to  sound  doctrine,  every  voice  of  Pharaoh 
ought  to  be  silent."  • 

.  The  next  in  order  is  St.  Cyprian>^;  who,  indeed,  speaks 
for  tradition :  not  meaning  the  *  modus  tradendi,'  but  the 
<  doctrina  tradita;'  for  it  is  such  a  tradition  as  is  in  Scripture; 
the  doctrine  delivered  first  by  word  of  mouth,  and  theioon- 
rigned  in  Scripture;  **  T^et  nothing  be  iuuuvated  but  that  is 
delivered:  Whence  is  that  tradition?  whether  descending 
fiom  the  Lord^s,  and  from  the  evangelical  authori^,  or 
coming  from  the  commandments  and  e[nstles  of  the  apostles? 
For  that  those  things  are  to  be  done  which  are  written,  Cvod 
witnesses,  and  propounds  to  Jesus  Nave,  saying,  the  book 
of  this  law  shall  not  dqpart  out  of  thy  mouth,  but  thou  shalt 
meditate  in  it  day  and  ni^t,  that  thou  mayest  observe  to  do 
all  things  which  are  written.  Our  Lord  also  sending  his 
apostles,  commands  the  nations  to  be  baptized  and  tau^t, 
that  they  may  observe  all  things  whatsoever  he  hath  com- 
manded. If  therefore  it  be  either  commanded  in.  the  Gospel, 
oc  in  the  epistles  of  the  apostles,  that  they  that  come  bom 
any  heresy,  should  not  be  baptized,  but  that  hands  should  be 
imposed  upon  them  unto  repentance,  thai  let  eveai  this  holy 
tradition  be  observed.^  This  doctrine  and  counsel  of  St.  Cy- 
prian, Bellarmine  ^  says  was  one  of  the  errors  of  St..  Cyprian : 
but  St.  Austin  commends  it  as  the  best  way.  And  thk  pro- 
cedure is  also  the  same  that  the  church  in  the  descending 
ages  always  followed:  of  which  there  can  in  the  world  be 
no  plainer  testimony  given,  than  in  the  words  of  St.  Cyril  of 
Jerusalem;  and  it  was  in  the  high  questions  of  the  holy 
and  mysterious  Trinity;  concerning  which,  he  advises  them ^ 
to  *^  retain  that  zeal  in  th^r  minds,  which  by  heads  and 
summaries  is  expounded  to  you,  but,  if  God  grant,  shall  ac- 
cording to  my  strength  be  demonstrated  to  you  by  Scrip- 
ture—For ^  it  behoveth  us  not  to  deliver,  no  not  so  much  as 

^  Epist.  ad  Poropeiam. 

■  Lib.  iv.de  BapU  conlr.  Donatist.  c.  S.  ei  c.  5. 

k  Caiech.  4.  et  5.  et  12.  et  16.  et  18.  Iliuminat.  Mii  rms  nfuri^g  lAgu'MXtyMu; 
tg^Xh  •«'./*'>  f^s  **  *'^'  ^*^  r^P*^'    Caiech.  4  JUummal. 
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the  least  thing  of  the  holy  mysteries  of  faith  without  the  holy 
Scriptures.  Neither  give  credit  to  me  speaking,  unless  what 
iff  spoken  be  demonstrated  by  the  holy  Scriptures.  For  that 
is  the  security  of  our  faith,  not  which  is  from  our  inventions, 
but  from  the  demonstration  of  jthe  holy  Scriptures.^^ 

To  the  same  purpose  in  the  ^  Dissuasive'  was  produced 
the.  testimony  of  St.  Basil '^;  but  the  words  which  were 
not  there  set  down  at  large,  are  these:  **  What  is  prc^r 
for  .the  faithful  man?  That  with  a  certain  fulness  of  mind, 
he  believes  the  force  of  those  things  to  be  true,  which  are 
spoken  in  the  Scripture,  and  that  he  rejects  nothing,  and 
that  he  dares  not  to  decree  any  thing  that  is  new.  For 
^  whatsoever  is  not  of  faith,  is  an ;  but  faith  is  by  hearing, 
and  hearing  by  the  word  of  Godf  without  doubt,  since 
whatsoever  is  without  the  Scripture,  is  not  of  faith,  it  is  a 
8in^"  These  words  are  so  plain,  as  no  paraphrase  is  needful 
to  illustrate  them :  to  which  may  be  added  those  fiercer  words 
of  the  same  saint**:  '^  It  is  a  manifest  defection  from  the 
faith  and  a  conviction  of  pride,  either  to  reject  any  thing 
of  what  is  written,  or  to  introduce  any  thing  that  is  not, 
since  our  Lord  Jesus  Christ  hath  said,  ^  My  sheep  hear  my 
voice  ;^  and  a  little  before  he  said  the  same  thing :  <  A  stranger 
they  will  not  follow,  but  will  fly  from  him;  because  they 
know  not  the  voice  of  strangers.^ "  By  which  words  St.  Basil 
plainly  declares,  that  the  whole  voice  and  words  of  Christ 
are  set  down  in  Scripture,  and  that  all  things  else  is  the 
voice  of  strangers.  And  therefore  ^^  the  apostle  does  most 
vehemently  forbid,  by  an  example  taken  from  men,  lest  any 
thing  of  those  which  are  in  Scripture  be  taken  away,  or 
(which  God  forbid)  any  thing  be  added."  To  these  words 
Bellarmine,  and  his  followers^  that  write  agamst  the  ^  Dis- 
suasive,' answer,  that  St.  Basil  speaks  against  adding  to  the 
Scripture  things  contrary  to  it,  and  things  so  strange  from  it, 

A  S.  Basil,  moral.  Reg.  8.  c.  12.  edit.  Paris.  1547.  ex  officinU  Carol.  Cuil* 
lard. 

B  Vide  etiam  epist.  80.  Stemns  itaque  arbitratui  d  Deo  inspiratee  Scripturse. 
•— Qiuestio  eiat  an  dicendum  in  Deo  tres  hypostases,  et  unam  naturam ;  apud 
Bellar.  de  verho  Dei  non  scriptOj  lib.  i^v.  c.  11.  Sect.  Alium  locum.— Vide 
etiam  Reg.  72.  c.  1.  cum  titulo  prsefiso  capiti. 

o  Homil.  de  vera  fide,  ^mt^a  Ixtrrv^tf  zari^rtus,  x»}  v^tt^ufwiag  n%rfty»^M,  {} 
a^tviiit  n  ran  yiy^tt/iftiimtf,  n  Wu^»y%n  rt  r£v  f/th  yty^xftfiimy,  &c. 

P  Letter  in  the  Preface  2. 

VOL.  X.  2D 


402  OP  THE  SUFFICIBNCT  OP  THE 

as  to  be  invented  out  of  their  own  head:  and  that  he  also 
speaks  of  certain  particular  heresies.'  Which  endeavour  to 
escape  from  the  pressure  of  these  words,  is  therefore  very 
viun,  because  St.  Basil  was  not  then  disputing  against  any 
particular  heresies,  as  teaching  any  thing  against  Scripture, 
or  of  their  own  head ;  but  he  was  about  to  describe  the  whole 
Christian  fedth:  and  he  that  may  do  this  with  faithfulness 
and  complicity,  and  without  reproof,  he  declares  he  will  do  it 
from  the  holy  Scriptures;  ^  for  it  is  infidelity  and  pride  to 
do  otherwise ;'  and  therefore  what  is  not  in  the  Scriptures,  if 
it  be  added  to  the  faith,  it  is  contrary  to  it,  as  contrary  as 
*  unfaithfulness  or  infidelity  :^  and  whatsoever  is  not  delivered 
by  the  Spirit  of  Grod,  is  an  invention  of  man,  if  offisred  as  a 
part  of  the  Christian  faith.  And,  therefore,  BeUannine  and 
his  foUowers  make  h^re  a  distinction  where  there  is  no  dif- 
ference. St.  Basil  here  declared,  that  "  as  formerly  he  had 
it  always  fixed  in  his  mind  to  fly  every  voice,  and  every 
soitenoe  which  is  a  stranger  to  the  doctrine  of  the  Xiord,  so 
now  also  at  this  time  %^  viz.,  when  he  was  to  set  down  the 
whole  Christian  faith.  Neither  can  there  be  hence  any 
escaping  by  sayings,  that  ^^  nothing  indeed  is  to  be  added 
to  the  Scriptures;  but  yet  to  the  faith  something  is  to  be 
reckoned,  which  is  not  in ,  Scripture.^^  For  although  the 
church  of  Rome  does  that  also,  putting  more  into  the  cancn 
than  was  among  the  Jews  acknowledged,  or  by  the  prunitive 
church  of  Christians;  yet  besides  this,  St.  Basil  having 
said*,  ^^  Whatsoever  is  not  in  the  Scriptures,  is  not  of  &ith, 
and  therefore  it  is  a  sin;"  he  says  also,  by  certain  conse- 
quence, that  to  add  to  the  Scriptures,  is  all  one  as  to  add 
to  the  tsath.  And  therefore  he  exhorts  even  the  novices  to 
study  the  Scriptures :  for  to  his  ninety-fifth  question,  ^'  Whe^ 
ther  it  be  fit  for  novices  presently  to  learn  the  things  of  the 
Scripture  ?^^  he  answers,  *<  It  is  right,  and  it  is  necessary, 
that  those  things  which  appertain  to  use,  every  one  should 
learn  from  the  Scriptures,  both  for  the  replenishing  of  their 
mind  with  piety,  as  also  that  they  may  not  be  accustomed  to 
human  traditions  ^"    By  which  words  he  not  only  declares, 


4  Ibidem  in  sequentibus.  '  Truth  will  out.  •  Ubi  suprd. 

*  In  Regul.Brev.  Reg.  95.    BTf  ri  wXii^»^imf  <ri»f  3i#«€iAii  Ht^  M^  rw /A 
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that  by  the  Scriptures  our  minds  are  abundantly  filled  with 
piety ;  but  that  human  traditions  (by  which  he  means  every 
thing  that  is  not  contained  in  Scripture)  are  not  to  be  received ; 
but  oug^t  to  be,  and  are  best  of  all,  banished  from  our  minds 
by  entertaining  of  Scripture,  To  the  same  purpose  are  his 
woids  in  his  ethics,  ^  Whatsoever  we  say  or  do  ought  to  be 
confirmed  by  the  testimony  of  Divinity  inspired  by  Scriptures, 
both  for  the  full  persuasion  of  the  good,  and  the  confusion  or 
damnation  of  evil  things  "."  There  is  your  rule;  that  is  th? 
ground  of  all  true  faith. 

And,  therefore,  St.  Athanasius^  speaking  concerning  the 
Nicene   council,    made   no  scruple  that   the  question  was 
suffidently  determined  concerning   the   proper   divinity   of 
the  Son  of  Grod,  because  it  was  deteimiaed,  and  the  fS4th 
wag  expounded  according  to  the  Scriptures;  and  affirmsi 
that  *^  the  faith  so  determined  was  sufficient  for  the  reproof 
of  all  impiety"  (meanmg  in  the  article  of  Christ^s  divinity), 
^<  and  for  the  establishment  of  the  orthodox  faith  in  Christy.^ 
Nay,  he  ajBSrms  that  <<  the  catholic  Christians  will  neither 
speak,   nor  endure  to  hear  any  thing  in  religion  that  is  a 
stranger  to  Scripture ;  it  being  an  evil  heart  of  immodesty  to 
spekk  those  things  which  are  not  written'.^    Which  words 
I  the  rather  remark,  because  this  article  of  the  consubntan- 
tiality<^  Christ  with  the  Father,  is  brought  as  an  instance 
(by  the  Romanists)  of  the  necessity  of  tradition,  to  make 
up  the  insufficiency  of  Scripture.     But  not  in  this  only,  but 
for  the  preaching  of  the  truth  indefinitely,  that  is,  the  whole 
truth  of  the  gospel,  he  affirms  the  Scriptures  to  be  sufficient% 
For  writing  to  Macarius,  a  priest  of  Alexandria,  he  tells  him 
that  the  knowledge  of  true  and  IKvine  religion  and  piety, 
does  not  much  need  the  ministry  of  man ;  and  diat  he  might 
abundantly  draw  this  forth  from  the  Divine  books  and  letters : 
for  ^^  truly  the  holy  and  divinely-inspired  Scriptures  are  suffix 
dent  for  the  preaching  of  the  truth  ;^^  ^^  ad  omnem  instruct 
tionem  veritatis ;"  so  the  Latin  translation ;  ^*  for  the  whole 
instruction  of  truth ;"  or  ^^  the  instruction  of  all  truth.^ — ^But 
because  Macarius  desired  rather  to  hmr  others  teach  him 


^  Moral,  Regul.  !^.  *  Epist^ad  Epictetum^  Coriathiorum  Episc. 

1  De  Incarnat.  *  Idem  Athanas.  in  Exhort,  ad  Monachos, 

*  Moral,  contra  Gentil^^  in  initio. 
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this  doctrine  and  true  religion,  than  himself  to  draw  it  from 
Scripture.  St.  Athanasius  tells  him,  "  that  there  are  .many 
written  monuments  of  the  holy  fathers,  and  our  masters,  which, 
if  men  will  diligently  read  over,  he  shall  learn  the  interpretation 
of  Scriptures,  and  obtain  that  notion  of  truth,  which  he  de- 
sires**.^  Which  is  perfectly  the  same  advice  which  the  church 
of  England  commands  her  sons ;  that  they  shall  teach  nothing 
but  what  the  fathers  and  doctors  of  the  church  draw  forth 
from  Scriptures. 

The  same  principal  doctrine  in  the  whole  is  taught  fre- 
quently by  St.  Chrysostom%  who  "  compares  the  Scriptures 
to  a  door,  which  is  shut  to  hinder  the  heretics  from  entering 
in,  and  introduce  us  to  God,  and  to  the  knowledge  of  God."*^ 
This  surely  is  sufficient ;  if  it  does  this,  it  does  all  that  we 
need;  and  if  it  does  not,  St.  Chrysostom  was  greatly  deceived, 
and  so  are  we,  and  so  were  all  the  church  of  6od  in  all  the 
first  ages.     But  he  is  constant  in  the  same  affirmative*^:  '^  If 
there  be  need  to  learn,  or  to  be  ignorant,  thence  we  shall 
learn  it;  if  to  confute  or  argue  that  which  is  false,  thenqe  we 
shall  draw  it;  if  to  be  corrected  or  chastised  to  exhortation; 
if  any  thing  be  wanting. for  our  comfort,  and  that  we  ought 
to  have  it,  nevertheless  from  thence  (from  the  Scriptures)  we 
learn  it,     *  That  the  man  be  perfect :'  therefore  without  it  he 
cannot  be  perfected.      Instead  of  me,  (he  saith)  thou  hast 
the  Scriptures;    if  thou  desirest  to  learn  any  thing,  hence 
thou  mayest.     But  if  he  writes  these  things  to  Timothy,  who 
was  filled  with  the  Holy  Spirit,  how  much  more  must  we 
think  these  things  spoken  to  us?"     To  the  same  purpose  he 
discourses   largely    in  his  eighth    homily  on  the  epistle  to 
the  Hebrews,  which  is  here  too  long  to  transcribe.     "  Let 
no  .man  look  for  another  master.     Thou  hast  the  oracles  of 
God;    no  man  teaches  thee  like  to  them. — ^Because,   ever 
since  heresy  did  infest  those  churches, .  there  can  be  no  proof 
of  true  Christianity,  nor  any  other  refuge  for  Christians,  who 
would  know  the.  truth  of  faith,  but  that  of  the  divine  Scrip- 
ture :  but  now  by  no  means  is  it  known  by  them;  who  wouM 
know  which  is  the  true  church  of  Christ,  but  only  by  the 

4 

b  ColoBia  ex  officio.  Melchioris  Novesiani.  1548. 

c  Homil.  58.  in  Johan. 

f  Homil.  9.  in  2  Timoth.— Idem  in  Psal.  xcv.  versus  finem. 
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Scriptures®.^    Bellannine,  very  learnedly,  says',  that  these 
words  were  put  into  this  book  by  the  Arians ;  but  because 
he  offers  at  no  pretence  of  reason  for  any  such  interpolation, 
and  it  being  without  cause  to  suspect  it,  though  the  author 
of  it  had  been  an  Arian :  because  the  Arians  were  never 
noted  to  differ  from  the  church  in  the  point  of  the  ScriptureV 
sufficiency ;  I  look  upon  this  as  a  pitiful  shift  of  a  man  that 
reserved  to  say  any  thing  rather  than  confess  his  errcnr.     And 
at  last  he  concludes  with  many  words  to  the  same  purpose. 
^^  Our  Lord,  therefore,  knowing  what  confusion  of  things 
would  be  in  the  last  days,  therefore  commands  that  ChristiaDS, 
who,  in  Christianity,  would  receive  the  firmness  of  true  faith, 
should  'fly  to  nothing  but  to  the    Scriptures ;    otherwise,  if 
they  r^ard  other  things,  they  will  be  scandalized  and  perish^ 
not  understanding  which  is  the  true  church,  and  by  this  shall 
fall  into  the  abomination  of  desertion,  which  stands  in  the 
holy  places  of  the  church.'^ — The  sum  is  this,  delivered  by 
the  same  author*,  "  Whatsoever  is  sought  for  unto  salvation, 
it  is  now  filled  full  in  tlie  Scriptures.     '  Therefore,  there  is 
in   this  feast,  nothing   less  than   what   is  necessary  to   the 
salvation  of  mankind.''     Sixtus  Senensis,— --thbugh  he  greatly 
approves  this  book,  and  brings  arguments  to  prove  it  to  be 
St.    Chrysostom's,   and   alleges   from    others,   that  it    hath 
been  for  many  ages  approved  by  the  commandment  of  the 
church,  which,  among  the  divine  laws,  reads  some  of  these 
homilies  as  of  St.  Chrysostom ;   and  that  it  is  cited  in  the 
ordinary    and    authentic   glosses,  in  the  catenas    upon    the 
gospels,  in  the  decrees  of  the  popes,  and  in  the  theological 
sums  of  great  divines  ;-^yet  he  would  have  it  purged  from 
these  words  here  quoted;   as  also  from  many  others.     But 
when  they  cannot  show  by  any  probable  argument  that  any 
heretics  have  interpolated  these  words;    and  that  these  are 
so  agreeing  to  other  words  of  St.  Chrysostom,  spoken  in  his 
unquestioned  works ;  he  shows  himself  and  his  party .  greatly 
pinched,    and   for  no  other  reason  rejects   the   words,    but* 
because  they  make  against  bim;   which  is  a  plain  self-con« 

•  Homll.  9.  in  CoIobs,  et  in  2  Thess.  ii.— Homil.  49.  in  Matt,  xxiii.  oper, 

imperfect. 

^    .  f  De  verbo  Dei,  lib.  iv.  c.  11«  sect*  Sexto  profert. 

9  Idem,  homil*  41.  ia  Matt. 
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victfon  uid  self-cond«»»iBtioii.  Theophilus  Alexandrinus  is 
ahvsdy"  quoted  i&  tHese  words,  and  they  are  indeed  very 
severe ;  "  It  is  the  paM  of  «  devili^  sjnrit  to  tlunk  any  thing 
Divine  without  the  authority  of  the  holy  ScriptureB."  Here 
£.  W.  and  A.  L.  aay,  the  I>iBsuaBlve  left  Out  some  words  of 
"TheophiluB.  It  is  true ;  hut  «o  did  a  good  friend  of  theirs 
befbre  me ;  for  they  are  just  so  quoted  by  Bellannine ',  who 
in  ai\  reason  would  have  put  thetn  in,  if  they  had  tnade 
way  tot  any  answer  to  the  oth«  worde.  The  words  are 
tiiese,  as  they  lie  entirely ;  "  Truly  I  cannot  know  with 
vrbM  temerity  Origen,  speaking  so  many  things,  and  follow- 
ing his  own  error,  not  the  authority  of  Scriptures,  does 
dare  to  publish  such  things  which  will  be  hurtful." — ^And 
a  little  after  adds",  "  Scd  ignorans  quod  dfemoniaci  spiritfis 
esset  instinctUB,  sOphismata  humanarum  mentium  sequi,  et 
aliquid  extra  Scripturarum  autoritatem  putare  Divinum." 
"  Sophisms  of  hia  own  mind,  and  things  that  are  not  in 
Scriptures,"  are  explicative  one  of  another:  and  if  he  had 
not  meant  it  merely  diabolical  to  induce  any  thing  without 
the  authority  of  Scripture,  he  ought  to  have  added  the 
other  part  of  the  rule,  and  have  called  it  devili^,  to  add 
any  thing  without  Scripture  or  traditiwi :  which,  because 
he  did  not,  we  suppose  he  had  no  cause  to  do ;  and  then, 
lAatsoever  is  not  in  Scripture,  Theophilus  calls  the  sophism 
of  human  minds.  He  spake  it  indefinitely  and  universally ; 
it  is  true,  it  is  instanced  in  a  particular  against  Origen', 
but  upon  that  occasion  he  gives  a  general  rule.  And,  there- 
fore, it  is  a  weak  subterfuge  ot  Bellarmme,  to  say,  that 
*  Theophilus  only  speaks  concerning  certain  apocryphal 
books,  which  some  would  esteem  Divine:'  but,  by  the  way, 
I  know  not  how  well  Bellannine  will  agree  with  my  adv^- 
saries;  for  one  or  two  of  them  say",  Theophilus  spake 
•""'"'*  Origen,  for  broaching  fo|^)erie3  of  his  own ;  and 
h  was  consubstantial  with  the 
e,  then  Bellarmine,  in  his  want, 
without  any  ground  of  truth. 

n  the  Prefiice. 

lecl.  Frofett  nond  Theophilum. 

fatth.  expojiloTibaa. 

>■  "  A.  L.  and  E.  W.  page  4. 
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But  all  agree  in  this,  that  these  words  were  spoken  in  Aese 
cases  only;  and,  it  Is  foolish  (says  Bellarniine")  to  wrest 
that  which  is  spoken  of  one  thing,  to  another.  But  I  desire 
that  it  may  be  observed,  that  to  the  testimony  of  Tertullian, 
it  is  answered,  '  He  speaks  but  of  one  particular.'-^To  that 
of  St.  Baal,  it  is  answered,  *  he  spake  but  agmnst  a  few 
particular  hereaes.'— And  to  one  of  the  testimonies  of  St. 
Athanafflus,  it  is  answered,  «  He  spoke  but  of  one  particular, 
viz.,  die  heresy  of  Samosatenus ;  and  to  this  of  Theophilus 
Alexandrinus  it  is  just  so  answered ;  he  spake,  likewise  « but 
of  this  particular,"  viz.,  that  against  Origen :  and  to  that  of 
St.  Jerome",  in  Matth.  xxiii,  he  only  spake  of  a  *  particular 
opinion,'  pretended  out  of  some  apocryphal  book;  and  to 
another  of  St.  Austin',  it  is  spoken  *  but  of  a  particular 
matter,*— the  case  of  widowhood.  But  if  Hermt^nes,  and 
Origen,  and  Samosatenus,  and  the  heretics  St.  Baal  speaks 
of,  and  they  in  St.  Jerome,  be  aU  to  be  confuted  by  Scripture, 
and  by  nothing  else ;  nay,  are,  therefore,  r^ected,  because 
they  are  not  in  Scripture ;  if  all  these  fathers  confute  all 
these  heresies  by  a  negative  argument  from  Scripture,  then 
the  rule  which  they  establish,  must  be  more  than  particular. 
It  is  fitted  to  aU,  as  well  as  to  any :  for  all  particulars  make 
a  general.  This  way  they  may  answer  five  hundred  testi- 
monies ;  if  five  hundred  authors  should,  upon  so  many  several 
occasions,  speak  general  words.  But  ui  the  world  no  answer 
could  be  weaker,  and,  no  allusion  more  tnfling  and  less  plau- 
able  could  have  been  invented.  However,  these,  and  othw 
concurrent  testimonies,  will  put  this  question  beyond  such 

captious  answers.  a  i   j-      ^i     . 

St.  Jerome  was  so  severe  in  this  article,  that  isputmg  * 
what  Zachary  it  was,  who  was  slain  between  the  porch 
and  the  altar,  whether  it  was  the  last  but  one  of  the  smaU 
prophets,  or  tiie  father  of  the  Baptist;  he  would  admit  neither, 

n  Lib.  iv.  de  Verb.  Dei.  cap.  11.  »  Cited  in  the  next  p^. 

esae.  ^-i"- -te^nit.  .j^  C^^^rSe^n^l -v^de^t™  pe^ 
rruin^rrDiv^^^tJTisrobora..  ^^^^^t^ 
Bellarm  qui,  sequutus  Kemnitium  in  ob  ectiombus,  responsionem  de  bene 
^^S:  Z  c««vit.  tamen,  nee  metuit  ne  non  recte  c«.r«it.c  «rb.. 
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because  it  was  not  in  the  Scriptures,  in. these  words,  '^  This, 
because  it  hath  not  authority  from  Scripture,  is  with   the 
same  easiness  despised  as  it  is  approved.^ — ^And  ^^  they  that 
prattle  without  the  authority  of  Scriptures,  have  no  faith, 
or  trust ;^  that  is,  none  would  believe  them,  '^unless  they 
did  seem  to  strengthen  their  perverse  doctrine  with  Divine 
testimonies.^'     But  most  pertinent  and  material  to  the  whole 
inquiry  are  these  words';  "  Those  things  which  they  make 
and   find,   as  it  were,  by  apostolical  tradition,  without   the 
authority  and   testimonies  of  Scripture,    the  word  of  Grod 
smites.'^     By  which  words  it  appears,   that  in   St.  Jerome's 
time  it  was  usual   to    pretend   traditions    apostolical :    and 
yet  that  all  which  was  then,  so  early,  called  so,  was  not  so ; 
and,  therefore,  all  pretences  still  as  they  are  later,  are  the 
worse:   and  that  the  way  to   try  those  pretences,  was   the 
authority  and  testimony  of  Scriptures ;  without  which  testi- 
mony they  were  to  be  rejected,  and  God  would  punish  them. 
And,  disputing  against  Helvidius,  in  defence  of  the*perpetual 
virginity  of  the  blessed  Virgin:    ^^  But  as  we  deny  not  those 
things  which  are  written ;  so,  we  refuse  those  things  which 
are  not  written :  we  believe  our  Lord  to  be  born  of  a  virgin, 
because  we  read  it..    We  believe  not   Mary   was  married 
after  her  delivery,  because  we  read  it  not.^    And,  therefore, 
this  very  point  the  fathers  endeavour  to  prove  by  Scripture ' ; 
particularly,   St.  Epiphanius,  St.  Ambrose,  and   St.  Austin; 
though  St.  Basil  believed  it  not  to  be  a  point  of  faith ;  and 
whe^  he  offered .  to  prove  it  by  a  tradition,  concerning   the 
slaying  of  Zachary  upon   that  account,  St.  Jerome  rejects 
the  tradition  as  trifling,  as  before  I  have  cited  him.     And, 
therefore,  St.  John  Damascen '  going  upon  the  same  principle, 
says,  ^^  We  look  for  nothing  beyond  these  things,  which  are 
delivered  by  the  law   and   the   prophets,   the   apostles    and 
evangelists.^ 

I*  In  c.  1.  AggsBi.  Sed  et  alia^  quee  absque  autoritate  et  testimoniis  Scrip- 
turarum,  quasi  traditione  apostolicS^  sponte  reperiunt  atqoe  contiogunt,  per- 
cutit  gladius  Dei. 

•  Ambr.  torn.  2.  £p.  9.  Epiphan.  hseres.  78.  August,  de  hseres.  84.  St. 
Basil,  de  human,  gen.  Christie  Homil.  25. 

t  Lib.  i.  de  Orthod.  Fide^cap.  1.  ^ivrot  rk  9r»^»$tU/ittva  hfjuv  ^m  rt  wifc^v^  ««) 
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And  after  all    this,   St.   Austin^,  who   is    not   the   least 
amongst  the  greatest  doctors  of  the  church,  is  very  clear  in 
this  particular :    '*  If  any  one,   concerning   Christ,    or    his 
church,   or  concerning  any   other  thing    which  belongs   to 
faith,  or  our  life;  I  will  not  say,  if  we,  but  (what  St.  Paul 
hath  added)  if  an  angel  from  heaven  shall  preach  unto  you* 
^  prseterquam  in  Scripturis  legalibus  et  evangelicis  accepistis,** 
*  beside  what  ye  have  received  in  the  legal  and  evangelical 
Scriptures,'   let   him  be  accursed.'^     The  words  Bellarmine 
quotes,  and  for  an  answer  to  them,  says,  that  *  praeter '  must 
signify  •  contra  -^  *  besides,**  that  is,  *  against  f  and  the  same 
is  made  use  of  by  Hart,  the  Jesuit,  in  his  Conference,  and  by 
the  Louvain  doctors.     But  if  this  answer  may  serve;  *'  Non 
habebis  Deos  alienos  prseter  me,'^  may  signify  "  contra  me  ;*** 
and  then  a  man  may,  for  all  this  commandment,  say,  there 
are  two  gods,  so  one  be  not  contrary  to  the  other ;  and  the 
apostle  may  glory  in  any  thing  else  in  that  sense,  in  which 
he  glories  in  the  cross  of  Christ  *,  so  that  thing  be  not  con- 
trary to  Christ's  cross.     But  St.  Austin  was  a  better  gram- 
marian than  to  speak  so  improperly.     *  Praeter^  and  *  praeter- 
quam^  are  all  one;  as  I  am  covetous  of  nothing   "  praeter 
laudem,   vel  praeterquam   laudis:    nulli    places  praeterquam 
mihi ;  vel,  praeter  me."     And,  indeed,  *  praeterquam,  eandem 
aut  prope  parem  vim  obtinet,  quam  nisi,**   said    Laurentius 
Valla  ^ :    but    to    make    *  praeterquam '    to    signify    *  contra 
quam,'  is  a  violence  to  be  allowed  by  no  master  of  the  Latin 
tongue;  which,  all  the  world  knows,  St.  Austin  was.     And  if 
-we  inquire  what  signification  it  hath  in  law,  we  find  it  signi- 
fies variously   indeed,    but    never    to    any    such    purpose*. 
When  we  speak  of  things  whose  nature  is  wholly  separate, 
then  it  signifies  inclusively :  as,  I  give  all  my  vines,  '  pretaer 
domum,^    ^  besides  my  house  ;**  there  the  house  is  supposed 
also  to  be  given.     But  if  we  speak  of  things  which  are  sub- 
ordinate and  included  in  the  general,  then  '  praeter  ^  signifies 
exclusively;  as,  I  give  unto  thee  all  my  books  ^  praeter  Au- 
gustinum  de  Civitate  Dei,'  *  besides  or  except  St.  Austin  of 
the  City  of  God :'  there  St.  Austin's  book  is  not  given :  and 
the  reason  of  this  is,  because  the  last  words  in  this  case 

^  Cont.  Lit.  Petiliani.  lib.  iii.  c.  6. 
^  Absit  mihi  gloriari  praeterquam  in  cruce  Jesu  Christi. 
?  Elegant,  lib.  iii.  c.  54.  '  In  Vocabular.  utriusque  Juris. 
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would  operate  nothing,  unless  they  were  eitcluslve ;  and  if  in 
the  first  they  were  exclusive,  they  were  not  sense.  But  that 
'  prasterquam '  should  mean  only  what  is  ^  contrary,"*  is  a 
novelty  taken  up  without  reason,  but  not  without  great  need. 
But,  however,  that  St.  Austin  did  not  mean  only  to  reprove 
them  that  introduced  into  faith  and  manners,  such  things 
which  were  against  Scripture ;  but  such  which  were  besides 
it,  and  whatsoever  was  not  in  it,  is  plain  by  an  established 
doctrine  of  his%  affirming  that  ^'  all  things  which  appertain 
to  life  and  doctrine,  are  found  in  those  things  which  are 
plainly  set  down  in  the  Scriptures.***  And  if  this  be  true,  as 
St.  Austin  supposed  it  to  be,  then  whoever  adds  to  this  any 
thing  of  faith  and  manners,  though  it  be  not  contrary,  yet  if 
it  be  not  here,  ought  to  be  an  anathema,  because  of  his  own 
he  adds  to  that  rule  of  faith  and  manners,  which  God,  who 
only  could  do  it,  hath  made.  To  this  Bellarmine  answers*, 
that  *  St.  Austin  speaks  only  of  the  creed  and  the  ten  oomr- 
mandments :  such  things  which  are  simply  necessary  to  all.' 
He  might  have  added,  that  he  speaks  of  the  Lord'^s  prayer 
too,  and  all  the  other  precepts  of  the  Gospel,  and  particularly 
the  eight  beatitudes  and  the  sacraments.  And  what  of  the 
infallibility  of  the  Roman  church  ?  Is  the  belief  of  that 
necessary  to  all?  But  that  is  neither  in  the  creed  nor  the 
ten  commandments.  And  what  of  the  five  precepts  of  the 
church  ?  Are  they  plainly  in  the  Scripture  ?  And  after  all 
this,  and  much  more,  if  all  that  belongs  to  faith  and  good 
life  be  in  the  plain  places  of  Scripture,  then  there  is  enough 
to  make  us  **  wise  unto  salvation."*'  And  he  is  a  very  wise 
and  learned  man  that  is  so.  For  as  by  '  faith,'  St.  Austin 
understands  the  whole  Christian  faith ;  so,  by  '  mores  vivendi,' 
he  understands  hope  and  charity,  as  himself,  in  the  very 
place,  expresses  himself.  And  beyond  faith,  hope,  and  charity, 
and  all  things  that  integrate  them,  what  a  Christian  need 
to  know,  I  have  not  learned :  but  if  he  would  learn  more  yet, 
there  are,  in  places  less  plain,  things  enough  to  make  us 
learned  unto  curiosity.     Briefly,  by  St.  Austin's  doctrine,  the 

*  S.  August,  vocat  Scripturas  sacras  Divinam  stateram,  lib.  ii.  contr. 
Donat.  c.  14.  Lib.  ii«  de  Doctr.  Christ,  c.  9.  vide  eapdem^  lib.  i.  c.  ult.  de 
Consensu  Evangelistarura.  "  Quicquid  Servalor  de  suis  faciis  ^t  dictis  nos 
legere  voluit,  hoc  scribendum  illis,  tanquam  suis  nia|iibu8>  imperavit/' 

*»  De  Verbo  Dei  noa  scripto,  lib.  iv,  c.  1 1, 
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Scripture  hath  lenough  for  every  one,  and  in  all  cases  of 
necessary  religion,  and  much  more  than  what  is  necessary ; 
Hay,  there  is  nothing  besides  it  that  can  come  into  our  rule. 
**  The  Scripture  is  the  consummation  or  utmost  bounded  rule 
of  our  doctrine,  that  we  may  not  dare  to  be  wiser  than  we 
ought".'*  And  that  not  only  in  the  question  of  widowhood, 
but  **  in  all  questions^  which  belong  unto  life  and  manned  of 
Kving;"  as  himself,  in  the  same  place,  declares.  And  it  is 
not  only  for  laics  and  vulgar  persons,  but  for  all  men ;  and 
toot  only  for  what  is  merely  necessary,'  but  to  make  us  wise, 
to  make  us  perfect,  saith  the  apostle**.  *•  And  how  can  this 
man  say,  that  the  Scriptiffes  make  a  man  perfect  in  justice  ? 
And  he  that  is  perfect  in  justice,  needs  no  more  revelation  :'^ — » 
which  words  are  well  enlarged  by  St.  Cyril :  *'  The  Divine 
Scripture  is  sufficient  to  make  them  who  are  educated  in  it, 
wise  and  most  approved,  and  having  a  most  sufficient  under- 
standing: and  to  this  we  need  not  any  foreign  teachers  *,** 
But  lastly,  if  in  the  plain  words  of  Scripture  be  contained  all 
that  is  simply  necessary  to  all,  then  it  is  clear,  by  Bellar- 
mine's  confession,  that  St.  Austin  affirmed^  that  the  plain 
places  of  Scripture  are  sufficient  to  all  laics  and  all  idiots,  or 
private  persons :  and  then,  as  it  is  very  ill  done  to  keep  them 
from  the  knowledge  and  use  of  the  Scriptures,  which  contain 
all  their  duty,  both  of  faith  and  good  life,  so  it  is  very  un- 
necessary to  trouble  them  with  any  thing  else,  there  being  in 
the  world  no  such  treasure  and  repository  of  faith  and 
manners,  and  that  so  plain  that  it  was  intended  for  all  men, 
and  for  all  such  men  is  sufficient.  "  Read  the*  holy  Scrip- 
tures, wherein  you  shall  find  some  things  to  be  holden,  and 
some  to  be  avoided'."  This  was  spoken  to  the  monks  and 
brethren  in  the  desert,  and  to  them  that  were  to  be  guides  of 
others,  and  the  pastors  of  the  reasonable  flock ;  and  in  that 
^hole  sermon  he  enumerates  the  admirable  advantages, 
fulness,  and  perfection  of  the  holy  Scriptures,  out  of  which 
themselves  are  to  be  taught,  and  by  the  ftilness  of  which 
they  are  to  teach  others  in  all  things.     I  shall  not  be  trouble- 

^  Lib.  de  Bono  Viduitat.  c.  1. 
d  2  Tim.  iii.    Salmeron  in  hunc  locam,  torn.  xv.  p.  607.  Vide  plura  apud 
jeundem^  p.  606. 

«        •  Cyril.  Alex.  lib.  vii.  contr.  Julian. 

t  8.  August,  set.  98.  ad  fr^ljres  in  eremo. 
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some  by  adding  those  many  clear  testimonies  from  other  of 
the  fathers.  But  I  cannot  omit  that  of  Anastasius  of  Anti- 
och :  *^  It  is  manifest,  that  these  things  are  not  to  be  inquired 
into,  which  the  Scripture  hath  passed  over  in  silence.  For 
the  Holy  Spirit  hath  dispensed  and  administered  to  us  all 
things  which  conduce  to  our  profit «.''  "  If  the  Scriptures  be 
nlent,  who  will  speak  ?^  said  St.  Prosper  **.—"  What  things 
we  are  ignorant  of,  from  them  we  learn,''  said  Theodoret*. — 
"  And  there  is  nothing  which  the  Scriptures  deny  to  dis- 
solve,*" said  Theophylact  ^. — ^And  the  former  of  these  brings 
in  the  Christian  saying  to  Eranistes^,  "Tell  not  me  of  your 
lo^sms  and  syllogisms ;  I  rely  upon  Scripture  only.'' — ^But 
Bupertus'Tuitiensis's"  words. are  a  fit  conclusion  to  this  heap 
of  testimonies :  "  Whatsoever  is  of  the  word  of  God,  what- 
soever ought  to  be,  known  and  preaqhed  of  the  incarnation, 
of  the  true  Divinity  and  humanity  of  the  Son  of  God,  is  so 
contained  in  the  two  Testaments,  that  besides  these,  there  is 
nothing  ought  to  be  declared  or  believed.  The  whole 
celestial  oracle  is  comprehended  in  these ;  which  we  ought 
so  firmly  to  know,  that  besides  these,  it  is  not  lawful  to  hear 
either  man  or  angel."  And  all  these  are  nothing  else,  but  a 
full  subscription  to,  and  an  excellent  commentary  upon  those 
words  of  St.  Paul,  "  Let  no  man  pretend  to  be  wise  above 
what  is  written." 

By  the  concourse  of  these  testimonies  of  so  many  learned, 
orthodox,  and  ancient  fathers,  we  are  abundantly  confirmed 
in  that  rule  and  principle  upon  which  the  whole  protestant 
and  Christian  religion  is  established.  From  hence  we  learn 
all  things,  and  by  these  we  prove  all  things,  and  by  these  we 
confute  heresies,  and  prove  every  article  of  our  faith ;  ac- 
cording to  this  we  live,  and  on  these  we  ground  our  hope ; 
and  whatsoever  is  npt  in  these,  we  reject  from  our  canon. 
And,  indeed,  that  the  canonical  Scriptures  should  be  our 
only  and  entire  rule,  we  are  sufficiently  convinced  by  the 
title  which  the  catholic  church  gives,  and  always  hath  given 
to  the  holy  Scriptures ;  for  it  is  KavaJv ;  the  *  rule '  of  Christians 
for  their  whole  religion :  the  word  itself  ends  this  inquiry ; 

8  Anagogicse  Contempt,  in  Hexaroeron,  lib.  viii. 
^  De  Vocat.  Gentium  in  tom.  ii.  Operum  S.  Ambros.  lib.  ii.c.3. 
^  In  tom.  ii.  3.  in  illud.    Ad  docendum.  ^  Ibidem* 

1  Dial.  1.  ^  Comment,  in  iib»  Regum^  Ub.  iii.  c.  12. 
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for  it  cannot  be  a  canon,  if  any  thing  be  put  to  it  or  taken 
from  it,  said  St.  Basil  n,  St.  Chrysostomo,  and  Variniis^ 

I  hope  I  have  competently  proved  the  tradition  I  under- 
took ;  and  by  it,  that  the  holy  Scriptures  contain  all  things 
that  are  necessary  to  salvation.  The  sum  is  this,  If  tradition 
be  not  regardable,  then  the  Scriptures  alone  are ;  but  if  it  be 
regarded;  then  here  is  a  full  tradition,  that  the  Scriptures 
are  a  perfect  rule ;  for  that  the  Scriptures  are  the  word  of 
God,  and  contain  in  them  all  the  word  of  God  (in  which  we 
are  concerned),  is  delivered  by  a  full  consent  of  all  these, 
and  many  other  fathers,  and  no  one  father  denies  it ;  which 
consent,  therefore,  is  so  great,  that  if  it  may  not  prevail,  the 
topic  of  tradition  will  be  of  no  use  at  all  to  them,  who  would 
fain  adopt  it  into  a  part  of  the  canon.  But  this  I  shall  con- 
sider more  particularly. 

Only  one  thing  more  I  am  to  add,  concerning  the  inter- 
pretation and  finding  out  the  sense  and  meaning  of  the 
Scriptures.  For  though  the  Scriptures  be  allowed  to  be  a 
sufficient  repository  of  all  that  is  necessary  to  salvation,  yet 
we  may  mistake  our  way,  if  we  have  not  some  infallible  judge 
of  their  sense. 

To  him,  therefore,  that  shall  ask,  how  we  shall  interpret 
and  understand  the  Scriptures,  I  shidl  give  that  answer 
which  I  have  learned  from  tliose  fathers,  whose  testimony 
I  have  alleged,  to  prove  the  fulness  and  sufficiency  of  Scrip- 
ture. For  if  they  were  never  so  full,  yet  if  it  be  *  fons  signa- 
tus,'  and  the  waters  of  salvation  do  not  issue  forth,  to  refresh 
the  souls  of  the  weary,  full  they  may  be  in  themselves,  but 
they  are  not  sufficient  for  us,  nor  for  the  work  of  God,  in  the 
salvation  of  man.  But  that  it  may  appear  that  the  Scripturejs 
are  indeed  written  by  the  hand  of  God,  and,  therefore,  ho 
way  deficient  from  the  end  of  their  design,  God  hath  made 
them  plain  and  easy  to  all  people  that  are  willing  and 
obedient. 

So  St.  Cyril  1 :  "  Nihil  in  Scripturis  difficile  est  iis  qui  in 

^  CoDtr.  £ucum.  lib.  i. 

S.  Chrysost.  Horn.  12.    In  PhiUp.  iii.    Idem  dixit Theopbyl. 

• — Varinus, 

*»  Contr.  Julian,  lib.  ix. 
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iUis  versantur  ut  deoet."  It  is  our  own  fault,  our  prejudice, 
our  foolish  expectations,  our  carnal  fancies,  our  interests 
and  partialities,  make  the  Scriptures  diiBcult,  The  apostles 
did  not,  would  not,  could  not,  understand  their  Master  and 
Lord,  when  he  told  them  of  bis  being  put  to  death;  they 
looked  for  some  other  thing:  and  by  that  measure  they 
would  understand  what  was  spoken,  and  by  nothing  else, 
^<  But  to  them  that  are  conversant  in  Scriptures  as  they 
ought,  nothing  is  diiEcult  -^  90  St.  Cyril ' :  that  is,  nothing 
that  is  necessary  for  them  to  know ;  nothing  that  is  neoes- 
sary  to  make  us  wise  unto  salvation,  which  is  the  great  end 
of  man.  To  this  purpose  are  the  words  of  St  Austin : 
<<  Indinavit  Deus  Scripturas  ad  infantium  et  lactentium  ca« 
pacitatem:^  **  Grod  hath  made  the  Scriptures  to  stoop  to  the 
capacity  of  babes  and  sucklings,^  that  so  out  of  their  mouths 
he  may  perfect  praise.  And  St.  Chrysostom  says',  that  the 
Scriptures  are  ^^  faciles  ad  intelligendum,  et  prorsus  expositse,^ 
'^  they  are  expounded  and  easy  to  be  understood,^*"  to  the 
servant  and  the  countryman,  to  the  widow  and  the  boy,  and 
to  him  that  is  very  unskilful. — ^^  Omnia  clara  sunt  et  plana 
in  Divinis  Uteris  f  ^  ^^  all  things  are  clear  and  plain  in  the 
Divine  writings  ;^  *  all  things,'  that  is,  saith  St.  Chrysostom, 
^^  Omnia  necessaria  aperta  sunt  et  manifesta;^^  ^^aJl  that  is 
necessary,  is  open  and  manifest  V^ 

2,  The  fathers  say,  that  in  such  things  (viz.,  in  which  our 
salvation  is  concerned)  the  Scriptures  need  no  int^preter; 
but  a  man  may  find  them  out  himself,  by  himself.  ^^  Apostoli 
vero  et  prophetas  omnia  contrcL  fecerunt  manifesta,  claraque; 
qu8&  prodiderunt,  exposuerunt  nobis,  veluti  communes  orbis 
doctores,  ut  per  se  quisque  discere  possit  ea,  quae  dicuntur, 
ex  sola  lectione;"  so  St.  Chrysostom'' :  and,  therefore,  saith 
he,  ^^  What  need  is  there  of  a  preacher  ?  All  things  are 
clear  and  plain  out  of  the  Divine  Scriptures.  But  ye  se^ 
for  preachers,  because  you  are  nice  and  delicate,  and  love  to 
have  your  ears  pleased.*" — To  the  same  purpose  axe  those 
words  of  St.  Cyril  of  Alexandria  *.  "  The  Divine  Scripture  is 
sufficient  to  mkke  them  who  are  educated  in  it,  wise  and 
most  approved^  and  having  a  most  sufficient  understanding. 

T  In  Psal.  viii.  *  Homil.  prima  in  Matt.  ^  Homil.  3.  in  2  Thess. 

«  Homil.  8«  de  Lazaro^  et  homil.  3.  in  2  Thess.     x  CoDtr,  Julian,  lib.  vii 
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And  to  this  we  need  not  any  foreign  teachers.''^  There  is  no 
question  but  there  are  many  places  in  the  Divine  Scriptures, 
mysterious,  intricate,  and  secret;  but  these  are  for  the 
learned,  not  the  ignorant;  for  the  curious  and  inquisitive, 
not  for  the  busied,  and  employed,  and  dimple :  they  are  not 
the.  repositories  of  salvation ;  but  instances  of  labour,  and 
oecasiGras  of  humility,  and  arguments  of  fcxrbearanoe  and 
mutual  toleration,  and  an  endearment  of  reverence  and  isdora- 
tion.  But  all  that  by  which  God  brings  us  to  hiimself,  is 
plain  and  easy.  In  St.  PauFs  epistles,  St.  Peter  said,  there 
wei^  some  things  hard  to  be  understood ;  but  they  were  but 
^quffidam,^  ^  some  things;'  there  are  enough  besides  which 
are  very  plain  and  easy,  and  sufficient  for  the  instruction  and 
the  perfecting  the  man  of  God.  St.  Peter  is,  indeed,  sup- 
posed  to  say,  that  in  St.  PauFs  epistles  *  some  things  were 
hard;^  yet  if  we  observe  it  rightly,  he  does  not  relate  to  St. 
Paul's  writings,  and  way  of  expressing  himself,  but  Iv  oT^ 
^^  in  whichy^^  relates  to  tibe  mysterious  matters  contained  in 
St.  Paulas  epistles,  of  which  St.  Peter  also  there  treats': 
the  mysteries  were  so  deep  and  subUme,  so  far  removed  from 
sense  and  human  experience,  that  it  is  very  hard  for  us,  poor 
ignorants,  to  understand  them  without  difficulty,  and  con- 
stancy of  labour  and  observation.  But  then,  when  such 
mysterious  points  occur,  let  us  be  wary  and  wise,  not  hasty 
and  decretory,  but  fearful  and  humble,  modest  and  inquisi* 
tive.  St.  Paul  expressed  those  deep  mysteries  of  the  coming 
of  Christ  to  judgment,  and  the  conlBagration  of  the  world,  as 
plainly  as  the  things  would  easily  bear ;  and,  therefore,  the 
difficulty  was,  not  in  the  style,  but  iu  the  subject  matter ; 
nor  there,  indeed,  as  they  are  in  themselves,  so  much  as  by 
the  ignorance  and  instability,  or  unsettledness,  of  foolish 
people;  and  although  when  things  are  easy  there  needs  no 
interpreter,  but  the  very  reading  and  observing ;  and  humility 
and  diligence,  simplidty  and  holiness,  are  the  best  expositors 
in  the  world;  yet  when  any  such  difficulty  does  occur,  we 
have  a  guide  sufficient  to  carry  us  as  far  as  we  need  or  ought 
to  go.    Therefore, 

3»  The  way  of  the  ancient  and  primitive  church  was  to 
expound  the  Scriptures  by  the  Scriptures.     So  St.  Clemens 

'  2  Pet.  iii.  16. 
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of  Alexandria*:  "  Perfectly  demonstrating  out  of  the  Scrip- 
tures themselves  concerning  themselves:  /8£?aiot/v  sxoerroy  roh 

^^  Confirming  every  thing  from  those  things  which  are  de- 
monstrated from  the  Scriptures,  out  of  those  and  the  like 
Scriptures.*^  To  the  same  purpose  are  the  words  of  St. 
Athanasius :  '^  The  knowledge  of  true  and  Divine  religion 
and  piety  does  not  much  need  the  mi^stry  of  man,  and  he 
might  abundantly  draw  this  forth  from  the  divine  books  and 
letters'/'  St.  Paul's  way  of  teaching  us  to  expound  Scrip- 
ture is,  that  he  that  prophesies,  should  do  it,  xar  atoKoyiav 
9i(Tr£eD^j  *  according  to  the  analogy  of  faith ;'  the  fundamooLtal 
proportions  of  faith  are  the  measures  by  which  we  are  to 
exact  the  sense  and  meaning  of  points  more  difficult  and  less 
necessary.  This  way  St.  Clement**  urges  in  other  expres- 
sions. *^  Truth  is  not  found  in  the  translation  of  significa- 
tions, for  so  they  might  overthrow  all  true  doctrine :  aXX'  Iv 
rahaimi^^aaBMy  ri  ru  K.vpia),  xou  rSf  iravroKpdropi  ©ew  rEXeiW 
oixeTov  rs  xal  vpiTTor  but  in  this,  that  every  one  connder  what 
is  perfectly  agreeable  to  our  Lord  the  almighty  God,  and 
what  is  decent  or  fit  to  be  said  of  him.'' — If  we  follow  this 
way  close,  our  interpretations  of  Scripture  can  never  be 
impious,  and  can  never  lead  into  dangerous  error. 

4.  In  pursuance  of  this,  the  ancient  fathers  took  this  way, 
and  taught  us  to  do  so  too ;  to  expound  difficult  places  by 
the  plain.  So  St.  Austin^ :  "  Magnifice  et  salubriter  Spiritus 
Sanctus,''  &c.  "  The  Holy  Spirit  hath  magnificently  and 
wholesomely  qualified  the  Holy  Scriptures,  that  in  the  more 
open  (or  plainer)  places,  provision  is  made  for  our  hunger, 
(viz.,  for  our  need)  and  in  the  obscure  there  is  nothing 
tedious  (or  loathsome) :  nihil  enim  fer^  de  illis  obscuritatibus 
emit,  quod  non  planissime  dictum  alibi  reperiatur.  For  there 
is  scarce  any  thing  drawn  from  those  obscure  places,  but  the 
same,  in  other  places,  may  be  found  spoken  most  plainly .^^ 
Bellarmine*  observes,  that  St.  Austin  uses  the  word  *  fere,* 
*  almost ;'  meaning,  that  though,  by  plainer  places,  most  of 
the  obscure  places  may  be  cleared ;  yet  not  alL  And  truly 
it  is  very  probable,  that  St.  Austin  did  mean  so.     But  then 

z  Stromal,  lib.  vii.  p.  757,  et  758.  ^  Conlr.  Gentil.  in  Initio. 

b  Ubi  Buprsi,  p.  758.  c  De  Doctr.  Christ,  lib.  ii*  c.  6. 

d  De  Verbo  Dei,  lib.  iii.  c.  2.  sect.  Respondeo  iroprimis. 
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if  there  be  any  obscure  places,  that  cannot  be  so  enlightened, 
ivhatistobe  done  with  them?  St.  Austin  says%  that  "in 
such  places,  let  every  one  abound  in  his  own  sense,  and  ex- 
pound as  well  as  he  can  :*"  "  Quae  obscure  vel  ambigu^,  vel 
figurate  dicta  sunt,  quisque  sicut  voluerit,  interpretetur  secun- 
dum sensum  suum."  But  yet  still  he  calls  us  to  the  rule  of 
plain  places;  "  Talia  autem  recte  intelligi  exponique  non 
possunt,  nisi  prius  ea  quae  apertissim^  dicta  suntj  firma  fide 
teneantur,^  the-plain  places  of  Scripture  are  the  wAy  of  ex- 
pounding the  more  obscure,  and  there  is  no  other,  viz.,  so 
apt,  and  certain. 

And  after  all  this ;  I  deny  not  but  there  are  many  other 
external  helps.  God  hath  set  bishops  and  priests,  preachers 
and  guides  of  our  souls,  over  us ;  and  they  are  appointed  to 
teach  others  as  far  as  they  can,  and  it  is  to  be  supposed  they 
cdn  do  it  best;  but  then  the  way  for  them  to  find  out  the 
meaning  of  obscure  places  is  that  which  I  have  now  described 
out  of  the  fathers,  and  by  the  use  of  that  means  they  will  be 
best  enabled  to  teach  others. 

If  any. man  can  find  a  better  way.  than  the  fathers  have 
taught  us,  he  will  very  much  oblige  the  world  by  declaring 
it ;  and  giving  a  solid  experiment  that  he  can  do  what  he 
undertakes.  But  because  no  man,  and  no  company  of  men, 
have  yet  expoimded  all  hard  places  with  certainty  and  with- 
out error,  it  is  an  intolerable  vanity  to  pretend  to  a  power  of 
doing  that,  which  no  charity  hath  ever  obliged  them  to^  do 
for  the  good  of  the  church,  and^the  glory  of  Grod,  and  the 
rest  of  inquiring  souls. 

I  end  this  tedious  discourse  with  the  words  of  St.  Austin  r, 
^^  Nolo  humanis  documents,  sed  Divinis  oraculis  ecclesiam 
demonstrari.''^  If  you  inquire  where,  or  which  is  the  church ; 
from  human  teachings  you  can  never  find  her :  "  She  is  only 
demonstrated  in  the  Divine  oracles.''—"  Therefore  if  any 
man  speak,  let  him  speak  as  the  oracles  of  God^.- 

e  Lib,  de  Unit.  Eccles.  c.  16.        '  De  Unit.  Eccles.  c.  3,       K  1  Pet.  iv.  II. 
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SECTION  III. 

Of  Traditions. 

Tbaditioi^  is  any  way  of  delivering  a  thing,  er  word  td 
aaotber;  aqd  m  every  doctrine  of  Christianity  is  by  tm*- 
dition.  ♦*  I  have  delivered  unto  ybu,^  saith  St.  Paul  %  ♦«  that 
Christ  ^ied  fep  our  sins.^  IIxpdiotTty  is  the  same  ^  with  I^/eme, 
and  «ra^«>iiov«i  is  the  same  with  iiidtrxeiv,  say  the  gram» 
marians ;  and  the  vapaioOsXaa  vions  in  St.  Jude,  <^  the  fidth 
deliverjMl/*  is  the  same  whieh  St.  Paul  expUoates  by  saying 
9apal6e9is  mf  ^hl^x^'^h  ^^^  *^  traditions,^^  that  is,  <<  the  dbc« 
trines  ye  were  taught/'— And  St.  Irenaeus  *  oaUs  it  a  tra- 
dition apostolical  that  ''  Christ  took  the  eup,^  and  said  ^^  it 
was  his  blood ;"  and  ^'  to  believe  in  one  God,  and  in  Christ 
who  was  bom  of  a  vir^n,  was  the  old  tradition  ;**  that  is,  the 
thing  delivered,  and  not  at  first  written;  which  the  barba* 
nans  kept  diligently.  But  tradition  signified  either  preach- 
ing or  writing,  as  it  happened.  When  it  signified  p^^aching, 
it  was  only  the  first  way  of  communicating  the  religion  of 
Jesus  Christ:  and  until  the  Scriptures  were  written,  and 
consigned  by  the  full  testimony  of  the  apostles,  and  apo»- 
tolicd  churches  respectively ;  they,  in  the  questions  oi  re- 
ligion, usually  appealed  to  the  tradition,  or  the  constant 
retention  of  such  a  doctrine  in  those  churches  where  the 
apostles  first  preached,  and  by  the  succession  of  bishops 
in  those  churches,  who,  without  variety  or  change,  had  sfiU 
remembered  and  kept  the  same  doctrine,  which  at  first  was 
delivered  by  the  apostles:  so  Irenaeus*,  *'  If  the  apostles  had 
not  left  the  Scriptures  to  us,  must  not  we  (piz.^  in  this  case) 
Jiave  followed  the  order  of  tradition  which  they  delivered  to 
them^  to  whom  they  intrusted  the  church;  to  which  ordi- 
nation many  nations  of  barbarians  do  assent?**  And  that 
which  was  true  then,  is  also  true  now ;  for,  if  the  apostles 
had  never  written  at  all,  we  must  have  followed  tradition ; 
unless  God  had  *  provided  for  us  some  better  thing.'    But 

»  1  Thes.ii.  15. 
^  Sic  S.  Basilius  lib.  iii.  contr.  Eunomiom  rwrt  rapSt  ftd^rm  rjr  Wi 

^  Lib.  iii.  c.  4.  «  Ibid. 
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it  19  olMKrvable  that  Irawus  says,  that  ^  this  way  is  eaAj 
in  the  dertitution  of  Scripture.'  But  since  God  hath  sup* 
plied  not  only  the  principal  churches  with  the  Sonptureg, 
but  even  all*  the  nations  which  the  Greeks  and  Romans  call 
barbarous ;  now  to  run  to  tradition,  is  to  make  use  of  a  ataff 
or  woodoi  leg,  when  we  have  a  good  leg  of  our  own.  The 
traditions  at  the  first  pubUeation  of  Scriptures  vese  etear, 
evident,  veeent,  remembered,  talked  of  by  aU  Christians,  in 
all  their  meetings,  public  and  private;  and  the.  mistakiBg 
pf  them  by  those  who  carefully  endeavoured  to  vemeaifaer 
them,  was  not  easy ;  and,  if  there  had  been  a  nustake,  theve 
was  an  i^xMtle  living,  or  one  ui  their  immediate  dismfdes^ 
to  set  all  things  right.  And,  therefore,  until  the  i^stka 
were  all  dead,  there  was  no  dispute  considerable  amimgtt 
Christians,  but  what  was  instantly  determined,  or  sup« 
pressed®;  and  the  heresies  that  were,  did  creep  and  sting 
elaneularly,  but  made  no  great  show.  But  when  the  apoatles 
were  all  dead ;  then  that  apostaey  foretold  ^,  began  to  appear; 
and  heresies,  of  which  the  church  was  warned,  began  to 
arise.  But  it  is  greatly  to  be  remarked;  there  was  then 
no  heresy  that  pretended  any  foundation  from  Sinripture; 
but  from  tradition  many:  for  it  was  accounted  so  glcsious 
a  thing  to  have  been  taught  by  an  apostle,  that  even  good 
men  were  willing  ta  believe  any  thing  which  their  scholars 
j^retended  to  have  heard  their  masters  preach;  and  too  many 
were  forward  to  say,  they  heard  them  teach  what  they  never 
taught;  and  the  pretence  was  very  easy  to  be  made  by  the 
contemporaries  or  immediate  descendants  after  the  apoistles  $ 
and  now  that  they  were  dead,  it  was  so  difficult  to  confute 
them,  that  the  heretics  found  it  an  easy  game  to  play,  to  say 
they  heard  it  delivered  by  an  apostle.  Many  did  so^  and 
some  were  at  first  believed,  and  yet  were  afterwards  dis* 
covered;  some  were  cried  down  at  first,  and  some  expired 
of  themselves,  and  some  were  violently  thrust  away.  But 
how  many  of  those  who  did  descend  and  pass  en  to  custom, 
were  of  a  true  and  apostolical  original,  and  how  many  werf 
not  so,  it  will  be  impossible  to  find  now;  only,  because  we 
are  sure  there  was  some  false  dealing  in  this  matter,  and  we 

*  Hegesip.  apud  Eccles.  lib.  ixxviii.  c.  99.  Greec.  S6.  Latin. 
fActB,  XX.  S9,  SO.    iTim.   iv.  1,  ftc.    9  Tim.  iii.  I0>  Ac.    and    iv.  8. 
2  Thes.  ii.  8.    8  Pet.  ii.  1,  ftc.    I  Joh.  ii.  ]S,  19.    Jude>  4,  5,  &c. 
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know  there  might  be  much  more  than  we  have  discovered^ 
we  have  no  reason  to  rely  upon  any  tradition  for  any  part 
of  our.faidi;  any  more  than  we  could  do  upon  Scripture,  if 
one  book  or  chapter  of  it  should  be. detected  to  :be  impos- 
ture. '  But  there  ware  two  cases,  in  which  tradition  was  dien 
used :  the  one  was,  when  the  Scriptures  had  not  been  written, 
or  communicated,  as  among  divers  nations  of  .the  barbarians. 
The  other  was,  when  they  disputed  with  persons  who  re- 
ceived not  all  the  Scriptures ;  as  did  the  Carpoqratians,  of 
whom  Irenaeus  ^  speaika.  In  these  cases  tradition  was  urged, 
that  because  they  did  not  agree  about,  the  authority  of  one 
instrumoit,  they  should  be  admitted  to  trial .  upon  the  other 
For  as  Antonius  Marinarius  said  truly  and  wisely,  «  The 
fathers  served  themselves  of  this  topic  only  in  case  of  neces- 
sity, never  thinking  to  make  use  of  it  in  competition  against 
holy  Scripture.' 

But  then  it  is  to  be  observed,  that  in  both  these. cases 
the  ufe  of  tradition  is  not  at  all  pertinent  to  the  question 
now  in  hand;  for,  first,  the  question  was  not  then,  as  now  it 
is  between  persons  who  equally  account  of  Scriptures  as  the 
Word  of  God  ;  and  to  whom  the  Scriptures  have  been  from 
many  generations  consigned.  For  they  that  had  received 
Scriptures  at  the  first,  relied  upon  them ;  they  that  had  not, 
were  to  use  tradition,  and.  the  topic  of  succession,  to  prove 
their  doctrine  to  have  come  from  the  apostles :  that  is,  they 
were  fain  to  call  witnesses,  when  they  CQuld  not  produce 
a. will  in  writing.  ,  But  secondly,  in  other  cases  the  old 
heretics  had.  the  same  question  as  we  have  npw-  For  be- 
sides the  Scripture,  they  said^  that  "  Jesus  in  mystery  spake 
to  his  disciples  and  apostles  some  things  in  secret  and  apart, 
because  they  were,  worthy.''  And .  so  Christ  said,  ."  I  have 
many  things  to  say,  but  ye  cannot  bear  them  now.'*'  For 
this  place  of  "  Scripture  was  to  this  purpose  urged  by  the 
most  foolish  heretics:"  just  thus  do  the  doctors . of  the 
churdi  of  Rome  at  this  day.  So  Bellarmine*;  "They 
preached  not  to  the  people  all  things,  but  those  which  were 
n^essary  to  them,  or  profitable,  but  other  things  they  de- 
livered apart  to  the  more  perfect"    Here  then  is  the  popish 

SLib.  i.  c.  1,  etc.  94. 
1»  St.  Irenieusj  lib.  i.  c.24.  S.  August,  tract.  97.  in  Johan. 

I  De  verb.  Dei  pon  script,  lib.  iv.  c.  11.  Sect.  Hie  notatis. 
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ground  of  their  traditiom;  they  cannot  deny  but  necessary 
and  profitable  things  were  delivered  in  puMic,  and  to  all :  but 
some  secret  things  were  reserved  for  the  secret  ones.  For  the 
Scriptures  are  as  the  credential  letters  to  an  ambassador  ;  but 
traditions  are  as  the  private  instructions.  This  was  the  pire* 
tence  of  the  old  heretics,  and  is  of  the  modem  papists ;  ^  who 
while  they  say  ^  the  same  thing,  pretend  for  it  also  the  same 
authority,  sayinjg,  that  ^  Traditions  also  are  to  be  received^ 
because  they  are  recommended  in  Scripture.*  Of  this  I  shall 
hereafter  give  account ;  in  the  mean  time, 

Concerning  this,  I  remember  that  a  great  mah^  of  the 
Roman  party  falls  foul  upon  Castalio,  for  saying, .  <  the  apostle 
had  some  more  secret  doctrine  which  he  did  not  commit  to 
writing,  but  deUvered  it  to  some  more  perfect  persons ;  and 
that  the  Word  of  God  was  not  sufficient  for  deciding  contro- 
versies of  religion  j  however  it  be  expounded,  but  that  a  more 
perfect  revelation  is  to  be  expected.'  Upon  which  he  hath 
these  words,  *'  Intolerabile  est,  ut  Faulus,  quam  accepit 
reconditiorem  doctrinam,  non  scripto  consignaverit ;  fuisset 
enim  alioqui  infidelis  depositi  minister.''^  And  it  was  most 
reasonable  which  Antonius  Marinarius,  a  friar  carmelite,  did 
say,  if  some  things  were  delivered  in  secret,  it  was  under 
secret;  because  the  apostles  might  as  well  have  published  it 
as  their  disciples;  but  if  it  was  delivered  as  a  secret,  and 
consequently  to  be  kept  as  secret,  how  came  the  successors 
of  the  apostles  to  publish  this  secret  ?  To  break  open  the 
seal,  and  reveal  the  forbidden  secret  ?  And,  secondly,  if  the 
secret  traditicm  which  certainly  was  not  necessary  to  all,  be 
made  public,  how  shall  we  know  which  traditions  are  neces- 
sary, and  which  are  not  ?  Certain  it  is,  the  secret '  tradition 
could  not  of  itself  be  necessary;  and,  therefore,  if  it  becomes 
so  by  being  made. public,  it  is  that  which  the  apostles  in- 
tended not,  for  they  would  have  it  secret.  And  therefore, 
it  follows  that  now  no  man  can  tell  that  any  of  their  tra- 
ditions was  inteijded  as  necessary;  because  the  only  way  by 
*  which  we  could  know  which  was  and  which  was  not  neces- 
sary, viz.,  the  making  the  one  public,  and  keeping  the  other 
private,  is  now  destroyed,  since  they  are  all  alike  common. 
All  that  which  was  delivered  to  all  and  in  public,  was,  by  the 

^  Fage  1 6.  >  Salm^ron.  torn,  15.  in  S  Tun«  iii.  disp.  iv.  p*  607. 
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pfOTidence  of  God,  ministering  apt  oecAsknni&,  hnA  by  A% 
Spirit  of  Grod  inspiring  the  apostles  «nd  ^vtfngelistjs  with  M 
ifkl  to  do. it,  set  down  in  "Writing,  tbftt  th^y  ttiiglft  tefliaiii 
«p6n  recoid  for  ever  to  ail  ^(eheratitmB  of  the  Ghui^h-:  '99  Stv 
Peter  promised  tb  the  Jews  of  the  difip^i^ioti)  tbAt  h^  trotild 
do  something  ^  ki  put  th^  in  remenibtftiice  of  the  (hjngi 
he  .had  taught  them  ;'^  and  he  was  as  good  as  his  wotd^  and 
ein{dojed  STt^  Mark  to  write  the  Gospel  i  others  ako  df  th€ 
ipostles  took  l^e  same  care ;  and  ^U  wefe  dii^efcted  bj  Ood,- 
and  particular  occurtTeiK^  were  ckmc^teted  in  the  general 
design  and  council  of  God.  So  St.  IrenseuS"**,  "  The  Gosjpel 
which  -  thtl  apodlkd  preached,  afterwards  by  the  will  of  God, 
they  d€^irei*ed  to  us  in  the  Scriptures.*'  It  was  a  traditi(to 
litill ;  e  but  n«w  the  word  signified  in^  its  primitite  and  natural 
setitej  n(Mfe  ill  the  ttlodem  and  ecclesiastical.  But  Irentsdis  * 
iq^ks  of  the  Gospd;  that  is,  the  whble  GospA  of  Godt 
tkot  All  the  iJJtrticrfAfd '  that  Jesus  spake  and  dM,  but  "  what- 
^Vl*  Christ  would  haf e  us  to  read  df  his  ^ofds  aid  wotk6, 
hij  comdiahd^kl  them  to  write,  as  if  it  Wei-e  by  hii^  owtl 
hands.'"  Ahd,  therefbre,  '**  Electa  sunt  qu«e  scriberentut, 
^ute  Saiuti  ci^dfehtium  suiBcere  ^idebdntur :"  «  Thfer^  wa§  a 
l^hoicfe  inade  of  such  things  a^  were  to  be  written  °:"  it  wa$ 
hot  j  thfercftri^;  dohe  by  chanide  attd  iiotitirigdney  (as  many  of 
IH^  ROkiian  doctors  iti  disparagement  t)f  the  Scriptures'  feuf- 
fidency  do  object),  but  the  "  things  were  thosen,'*  Saith 
Bt.  AtiStin  ;-^*«  It  was  according  to  the  \^rill  of  God,"  feadd 
91.  It-erifeus  }^-^and  the  chbicte  Was  very  godd ;  all  that  suf- 
ficed to  the  fe^vMion  bf  belletrers :  adcordinfe  to  th6  woMs  of 
St.  John  ^,  **  I'hd^e  things  Wer^  Written,  that  yfe  might 
believte  thlit  JiBsiis  Christ  rs  the  Son  of  Gbd,  and  that,  be^ 
lifeVing,  yfe  thight  hkVfe  lift  through  his  namfe."— And  indeed 
there  caniibt  be  any  probable  caU^  inducing  any  wise  inall 

16  belieVe  that  the  apostles  shbuld  pt-etetid  to  write  the 

Gospd  bf  JesUs  Christ,  and  that  they  should  ihseft  many 
things  more  than  tieces^ty,  atid  yet  oiiiil*  atty  thing  that 
was,  atid  yet  still  call  it  *  the  Gospel  of  Jesus  Christ.*— 
Nicephotus^  ealls  the  epistles  of  St.  l^aul,  <  A  summary  of 
what  he  plafaily  ahd   fexplicitly  did  teach  f  touch  liioire  is 

»  Lib.  iir.  c  1.  n  Tract.  49.  in  Johan. 

^  S.  AugustiQ.  lib.  i.  c.  S5.  de  consensu  evangel.  p  John  xx.  80,  81. 
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0«crf€MiMk  But  when  all  the  ftuv  <Ski8firi«^  dttfll  tlrif  fipait. 
idlkid  Aets,  arid  Episdts^  and  Ae  vkions  of  6tt  d^H^  ^f^ 
all  tied  into  •  YolaoM^  by  Ihe  ooun^l  el  Had,  bjr  th^  6{em€s 
«f  the  Hcdy  Spirit^  aild  by  th^  obdine  of  th«  atMtl€B  j  It 
ataoot  ba  ^rabaUe  that  this  ahorild  not  be  liU  ihe  609pil  tSl 
Jesds  Ofariflfe^  aU  his  will  and  testatatnt^  And,  thertfoi«$  ih 
Tain  daas  the  dardidal  Peiton'  strm  to  csbape  fiotti  tb(ft  hf 
aokilowtedgiiig  that  the  Gospel  nA  die  foaodatiofl  o^  Clirtfilu 
timity^  aa  gratniMr  is  the  fooadadoti  6f  ekfquetieei  fls  tb^ 
iikstitudoaa  of  Justiman  ai^e  of  Uie  fttudy  df  the  law;  as  ihh 
priBciples  and  instituticMia  of  a  sdenoe  are  of  the  whote  pt&L 
fession  of  iU  It  is  ii4>t|  in  his  tense,  the  foutidatidti  df 
Ghcistian  doeteiae^  bat  it  cdntaitad  it  all ;  nM  only  in  gSAerd, 
but  in  flpccdlil;  iiot  only  Tirtiial^  but*  actual}  ncai  knedkMf^ 
but  immediate;  fat  a  fc#  linte  wduU  bare  tei'md  fiSf  a 
feiibdation  gteieral^  vinual,  and  mediate;  if  the  Scri{M;tir6 
had  Mlid,  the  xhurch  of  Borne  shdl  always  be  the  cathdife 
flhiileh,  and  the  foundation  of  fkuth ;  she  shall  be  infklHHn^ 
and  to  facr  all  Christiaos  ou^t  to  hate  reeouiiM  foir  det^rfld^ 
aMtfon  of  their  qilestioBs;  this  had  been  k  sttffioiaat  viHiitf 
$sod  BMdiate  JImindatieD :  btit  wheii  four  Gospf^  oetltafaiinf 
Ohrisf  a  senticto  aJal  his  mlradks^  his  precepts  and  hii  pt^ 
adseiil  the  oLystcties  6f  the  kingdom,  and  th^  way  of  mU 
▼alaant  Ae  things  hiddsh  from  the  bdgidning of  tbe  worUly 
ami  the  glocMs  reserved  to  tbe  great  day  of  light  tod  inani^ 
feelation  of  Jeeus;  to  sa^,  that  yet  eil  these  Gospels^  and  all 
di^  cpistka  of  6ti  Paiil^  St.  Peter^  St.  Jliknes,  and  St.  Johti, 
and  the  Acts  and  senncau  t£  the  Aposlke^  in  the  fiifst  esta^ 
Uiehing  df  the  riiurth^  are  all  but  a  foandatiod  virtuid ;  and 
that  they  point  ou^  (he  church  ladled,  by  aaying,  <  she  is  tba 
piUar  add  giouod  of  truth  \ '  but  leaTe  yOtt  W  het  fdr  thtl 
fbaadatitm  actadi,  speckU  and  itadiediata^  ia  an  affirniaticm 
agl^nal  the  notorkiy  of  faet  Add  to  this^  that  Stw  Iretttia^*^ 
spake  these  words  ooneemi^  the  fieriptutes^  itt  4ofiftttat)6A 
of  4hoa^  who  karaig  the  8eiiptiin%  dai  run  U  tfaditioi^^ 
ptotNidediy  a^RWtolkadi 

Aad  though  it  be  thie,  thit  the  tradi^iis  th^y  rdl«d 
iipte  wete  eeeret,  apooryphal^  ft«^^  ^^  stippbs^;  jr^ 
beo4uee  Irven  at  that  dina  the^  w^«  HucH  fds^  itixt^  bl^ 

T  Contie  K.tot  9^.p.  11$.  *  Lib.- m. ic.  2. 
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trilled,  .azid  evea  then  the  heretics^  ootdcL-not  want  pvetenees 
sufficient  to, deceive,  and  hopes  to  prevail;  how  is  it  to^ be 
imagined,  that  in  the  descent  of  .  sixteen .  ages, ,  the  cheat 
might  not  be  too. prevalent?  when,  if  the  traditions  be- ques- 
tioned, it  will  be  impossible  to  prove  them ;.  and  if  they,  be 
£tlse,  it.  will,  except  it.  be  by ;  Scripture,  be  impossiUe  to 
confute  them.  And.  after. all;  if  yet  there  be  any  doctrines 
of  faith  or  manners  which  are  not  contained  in  Sqiptuxe, 
and  yet  were  preached  by.  the  apostles, ,  let  that  be  proved, 
let  the  traditions  be  produced,  and  records  sufficient,  primeiy 
credible  and  authentic,  and  we  shall  receive  them.  Savain 
,  a  way  of  arguing  it  is,  to  say,  the  traditions,  agahist  which 
St.  Irenseus  speaks,  were  false,  but  ours  are  true ;  theirs -were 
secret,  but  ours  are  open  and  notorious ;  for  there  are  none 
such :  and  Bellarmine  himself  acknowledges,  -.  that  *  the  ne- 
cessary things  are  delivered  in  Scriptures ;.  and  those  <whidh 
wer^  reserved  for  tradition,  were  delivered  apart ;  that  is, 
fsecretly  by  the  apostles'.  Now  if  they  were  so  on  all  aides, 
what  rule. shall  we  have  to  distinguish  the  Valentinian :  tr^ 
.ditions  from  the  RcHnan?  And  why  shall  we  believe  these 
more  than  those;  since. all.  must  be  equally  taken  upon^prjU 
vate  testimony  at  first?  And  although  it  will  be  said,  that 
the  Roman  traditions  were  received  by  aft^-ages,  and ;  the 
other  were  not :  yet  this  shows  nothuig  else,  but  ^  that  some 
had  the  fate  to  prevail,  and  others  had.  not.  For  it  is  cer- 
tain, that  some  were  a  long  time .  believed,  even  for  -  some 
whole  ages  under  the  name. of  the  apostolical  tradition  (as 
the  Millenary  ppinion,  and  the  Asiatic  manner  of  keeping 
Easter),  which  yet . came  to  .be  .disbelieved  in  their  time: 
and  also,  it  is  certain  that  many  which,  really  were  apostotical 
traditions  perished  from  the  memory  of  men,. and  .had  net 
so  long  lives,  as  many  that  were  not:. so  that  all  this  is  by 
chance,  and  can  make  no. difference  in  the  just  authority. 
And  therefore  it  is  vainly  said  of  cardinal  Perron,  ^^  that  the 
qase  is  not  the  same,  because  theirs,  are  wrong,  and  ours  ase 
right. ^  For  this  ought  not  tb  have  been  said,  till  it. were 
proved;  and  if  it, were  proved,  the  whole. questi^- were. at  an 
end:  for  we  should  all  receive  them  which. were- manifested 
to  be  doctrines  apostolical.     But  in.  this,  there  need  no  fur- 

.  ^ .  Ubi  8upre^  c.  1 1 .  de  verb.  Dei  non pcript*  lib. iv. 
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ther  dispute,  froin  the  authcHity  of  Ireneeus:  his  words  con- 
cerning the.  fulness  of  Scripture,  as  to  the  whole  doctrine  of 
Christ,  being .  no .  clear  and  manifest,  as  appears ;  in .  the  testi« 
:  monies  brought  frcnn  him  in  the  foregcnng  section*     Optatiis 
.  compares,  the  Scriptures  to  the  testator'^s  will" :  if  there  be  a 
,  controversy  amcmg  the  descendants  of  the  house,  run  to  the 
Scriptur^,.  see  the.  original  will:    the  Gospels  are   Christ^s 
testament;  and  the  epistles  are   the  codicils  annexed,  and 
..but.by. these  we  shall  never  know  the  will  of  the  testator. 
But  because  the  books  of  Scripture  were  not  all  writt^  at 
once; ;  nor    at    once    communicated,  nor   at    once   received, 
;  therefore  the  churches  of  Grod,  at  first,  were  forced  to  trust 
.  their  memories,  and  to  try  the  doctrines,  by  appealing  to  the 
memories  of  others ;  that  is,   to  the  consenting  report,   and 
faith,  delivered    and  preached   to   other   churches,  especially 
the  chiefest,   where  the  memory  of  the   apostles  was  recent 
and  permanent.     The  mysteriousness  of  Christ'^s  priesthood, 
the  perfection  of  his  sacrifice,  and  the  unity  of  it,  Christ^s 
advocation,    and  intercession  for  us  in  heaven,   might  veiry 
well  be  accounted  traditions,  before  St*  Faults  epistle  to.  the 
Hebrews   was   admitted   for   canonical;    but  now    they  .are 
written  truths:  and  if  they  had  not  been  written,  it  is  likely 
we  should  have  lost  them.     But  this  way  could  not  long  be 
necessaiy,   and   could   not   long  be  safe.     Not  necessary ,*^-« 
because  it  was  supplied  by  a  better ;  and  to  be  tied  to  what 
was  only  necessary  in  the  first  state  of  things,  is  just  as  if  a 
man  should  always  be  tied  to  suck  milk,  because  at  first,  .in 
his  infancy,  it  was  fit  he  should.     Not  safe,— rbecause.it  grew 
worse- and  worse  everyday.     And  therefore,  in  a  little  while, 
even  ^  the '  traditions  themselves  •  were  so  far  from  being  the 
touchstcme  of  true  doctrine,  that  themselves  were  brought  to 
liie  stone  of  trial ;  and  the  tradition  would  not  be  admitt^, 
unless  it  were  in  Scripture.     By  which  it  a^^ars  that  tradi* 
tipn- could  not  be  a  part  of  the  rule  of  faith,  distinct  from 
the  Scriptures,  but  itself  was  a  part  of  it ;  that  is,  whatsoever 
was  delivered  and   preached,    was  recorded;  which  they  so 
firmly  believed,    that   they  rejected  the  tradition,  unless  it 
.were, so  recorded:  and,  S.  It  hence  also  follows  that  tradi-* 

^  Lib.y.  contr.  Parmen.  Biblioth..Patrum  pQiBinium^  tom.iv.  Paris,  1589. 
pageSlfl. 
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ti6ti  wftdy  find  Wfw  esteemed,  the  tt^rM  ^  i^y  of  ^qiyriijlag 
pft^pOditions  dtid  stories  $  because  the  ehurdh  required  tiMt 
the  iraditbtis  sbtfuld  be  pronr«d  bySeriplut«8)  thAt  1^  tbft 
ki§6  b^ain  by  the  more:  that  this  was  «>,  St.  Cyf^ati  Is  a 
iufSi^iefit  witaess.  Fat  when  pdpe  Stcphm  had  toid^  •  Let 
fiothitig  be  changed ;  only  that  which  is  delmt^/  iliettiiiig 
the  old  tradition,  « that  was  to  be  kept  ;'*-^St.  Cypriati*  in- 
quires from  whenoe  that  tradition  comes  ?  <<  DoeB  it  edm^ 
(Mh  the  GospelS)  or  the  epistles,  or  the  Acts  cf  the  Apo^ 
iks?"" — So  that  after  the  writing  and  reception  of  Scripture^ 
tradition  meant  the  same  thing  which  was  im  Scripture ;  or  if 
it  did  not^  the  fathers  would  not  admit  it.  <<  All  &ingt 
l^bich  ar6  ddiivered  to  us  by  the  law  and  the  prophets,  th^ 
apoBtks  a<id  evangelists,  we  receiTe,  and  know,  andrevctcnoet 
but  we  inquire  no  furth^ ;  nothing  beyond  tliem'.'^'^If  tb^ 
traditions  be  agreeable  to  Scripture,  said  St  IrensBiu^  that  i% 
if  that  which  is  pretended  to  be  taught  at  first,  be  recorded  by 
them  who  did  teach  it,  then  all  is  well.  And  this  offidr  U 
fully  testified  by  the  words  of  EusefaiuSi  which  aro  greatly 
conclusive  of  this  inqUity :  ^^  We  have  (saith  he)  proolifled) 
that  we  would  propose  the  voioes  Of  die  old  eccksiastieal 
presbyters  and  writers ;  by  which  they  declared  the  tradition 
by  the  authority  witnessed  and  oonaighed  of  th^  appi^Yed 
Scriptures/^  Amongst  whom  was  Irenssue,  saya  the  iLatio 
tet^sion. 

But  I  shall  descend  to  a  cobsideratioa  ef  the  partkulan^ 
which  pretend  to  c^me  to  us  by  traction  ^  and  without  it  cteinol^ 
as  is  said,  be  proved  by  Scripture* 

1.  It  is  said  that  the  Scripture  itself  is  whoUy  dcriwd  ta 
us  by  addition  \  and,  therefore,  besides  Soriptiire,  tradition  is 
necessary  in  the  church*  And,  indeed,  lio  man  that  undtm 
stands  this  question,  denies  it:  this  tradition^  that  these 
bookd  were  written  by  the  apostles^  and  were  delivered  by 
the  apostles  to  the  churches  as  the  word  of  G6d^  rsliel 
prifidpally  upon  tradition  universal;  that  is,  it  waa  wiM 
nessed  to  be  true  by  ail  the  Christian  world  at  theit^  fini 
being  so  consigned.  Now  tb^  this  is  no  pan  of  the  inxA 
of  6bd;  but  the  notification,:  at  manner  of  oonvi^iog  the 

'  Epist.  ad  Pompeium  contra  epist.  Stephani. 
7  Damaso.  de  Orthod.  Fide^  c.  1. 
*  Apud  Eoseb*  lib.  v.  c.  SO.  irdn*  fvfifttw  rm$  y^n^tf*  Lib.  t.  c.  i« 


v^M  of  God ;  the  insttuto^t  ci  its  d^lmry.  B6  that  ^M 
"  ti^ditioQ  cotic^rning  the  Scriptut^il  beihg  €^tHtisi^al  tt>  ^Hp^ 
tat^  18  also  extriiirical  to  the  qtiei^ti&n:  tM§  tradition  tiantiot 
b^  wi  db[j6etion  againsf  ih^  sufficil^y  of  Sctipttii-d  to  ftal^ 
vatioti :  but  must  go  before  this  question^  For  no  takA 
inquires,  Whether  the  Scriptures  cotitairi  all  thingi^  iiecfessary 
tb  salvation?  unless  he  belieVe  that  there  are  SdHptures^ 
that  these  are  th^y ;  and  tiiat  they  are  the  word  of  God :  aU 
tfaid  eomes  to  us  by  tradition,  that  ii^,  by  universal  undeni- 
able testimdny.  Aftef*  the  Scriptures  are  thus  received,  therfi 
is  risen  another  question,  viz.,  Whethei*  or  no  these  ScriptuteS 
so  delivered  to  us,  do  contain  all  the  word  of  Gbd?  or. 
Whether  at  no,  besides  the'  tradition  that  goes  before  Scrip- 
ture, which  is  an  instrumental  tradition  6nly  of  Scripture, 
there  be  not  also  somethiiig  else  that  is  necessary  to  salva- 
tion consigned  by  tradition,  as  well  as  the  Scripture,  and  of 
things  as  necessary  or  usefiil  as  what  is  contained  in  Scrip- 
ture, and  that  is  equally  the  word  of  God  as  Scripture  is  t 
The  tradition  of  Scripture  we  receive ;  but  6^  nothing  else 
but  what  is  in  Scripture.  And  if  it  be  asked,  AVhy  we  re- 
ceive one  and  not  the  rest :  we  answer,  because  we  have  but 
one  tradition  of  things  necessary ;  that  is,  therfe  is  an  uni- 
versar tradition  of  Scripture,  and  what  concerns  it;  but  none 
t)f  other  things  which  Are  not  in  Scripture :  and  there  is  hd 
necessity  we  should  have  any ;  all  things  necessary  and  pro- 
fitable td  the  salvation  of  all  nien,  being  plainly  contained  iii 
Scriptures ;  and  this  sufficiency  also  being  a  part  of  that  tra(ii- 
tion,  as  I  aih  not^  proving  •.  .      , 

Bui  because  other  things  ^  also  are  'pretended  to  he,  or 
are  necessary,  and  yet  are  said  not  to  be  in  Scripture,  it  is 
necessary  that  this  should  be  examined.  1.  First,  iJl  the 
Niceni  deiSnitions,  Trinity  of  persons  in  one  Divine  essence. 
Thii  I  should  not  have  thought  worthy  of  considering  in  th6 
words  here  expressed,  but  that  a  friend,  it  seetns  of  my  own, 
whom  I  know  not,  but  yet  an  adversary,  as  he  who  should 

^  It  is  therefore  iveakly  said  by  £.  W.  pag;e  5.  If  he  says.,  that  he  impugps 
aH  tradition  in  general,  all  doctrine  not  expressly  contained  in  3cripture  ,*  he 
is  forced  to  throw  away  Scripture  itself,  &c. 

*>  E.  W.  ibid.  He  is  forced  not  only  to  throw  away  Scripture  itself,  and 
the  Nicene  definitions;  not  only  to  disclaim  a  Trinity  of  persons  in  one 
Divine  essence^  baptizing  of  children,  &c.,  but  every  tenet  of  protestant 
Religion,  as  protestantism,  e*  g*  the  belief  of  two  sacraments  only. 
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know  him  bes.t,  (that  i^,  himself)  assures  me,  is  pleased  to 
use.  these  words  ^  in  the  objection.  To  this  I:  answer.  iSrst, 
that  this  gentleipan  would  be  much  to  seek  if.  he  were  pat 
%Q  it,  to  prove  the  Trinity  of  persons  in-  one  Divine  essence 
to  be  an.  express  Nicene :  definition ;  and,  therefcnre,  if  he 
means  that  as  an  instance  of  the  Nicene  definitions,  he  will 
find  himself  mistaken.  Indeed  at  Nice,  the  consubstantiality 
of  the  Father  and  the  Son  was  determined ;  but  nothing' of 
the  divinity  of  the  Holy.  Ghost,  that  was  the  result  of  aftar- 
councils.  But  whatever  it  was  which  was  there  determined, 
I  am  sure  it  was  not  determined  by  tradition,  but  by  Scrip- 
ture. So  St.  Adianasius  tells  us  of  the  faith. which  was  con- 
fessed by  the.  Nicene  fathers ;  ",  it  was  the  faith  confessed 
according  to  the.  holy.  Scriptures^:"  ai;id  speaking  to  Serapion 
of  the  holy  Trinity,  he  says,  ".  Learn  this  out .  of  the  hoJy 
Scriptures.  For  the  doctrines  you  find  in  them,  are  suffi- 
cient ®."  And,  writing .  against  Samosatenus,  he  proves  the 
incarnation  of  the  Son  of  God  out  of  the  Gospel  of  St.  Jc^n, 
saying,  "  It  becomes  us  to  stick  close  to.  the  word  of  Gtxl  V 
And  therefore  when  Constantine  the  emperor .  exhorted  the 
Nicene  fathers  to  concord,  in. the  question  then  to  be  dis- 
puted ;  they  being  Divine  matters,  he  would  they  should  be 
ended  by  the  authority  of  the  Divine  ■  Scriptures.  ",For 
(saith  he  ^)  the  books  of  the  evangelists  and  apostles,  as  also 
ithe  oracles  of  the  old  prophets,  do  evidently  teach  us  what 
we  are  to  think  of  the  Deity.  Therefore  all  seditious  con- 
tention being  laid  aside,  let  us  determine, the  things. brought 
into  question  by  the  testimonies  of  the  divinely  inspired 
Scriptures.'"  And  they  did  so.  And  by  relying  on  Scrip- 
tures only,  we  shall  never  be  constrained  to  quit  tliese  gle- 
rious  portions  of  evangelical  truth,  the  incarnation  of  the 
eternal  Word,  and  the  consubstantiality  of  the  Father  and 
the  Son. — '*  Whatsoever  ought  to  be  known,  of  these  mysteries 
is  contained  in  both  testaments,"  saith  Rupertus  Tuitiensii|», 
before  quoted.     And  if  the  holy  Scriptures  did. not  teach  us 

^  The  same  also  he  says  concerning  the  Nicene  and  the  other  three  Coun- 
cilsj  and  St.  Athanasius'  Greedy  p.  8. 

^  Epist.  ad  Epictet.  Corinth  Episc. 

e  Lib.'  iii.  ad  Scrap,  de  Spir.  S.  Id.  de  Incarnat. 

^  Theodoret.  lib.  i.  c.  7. 

t  Bt  apud  Gelas,  Cyzicefn^  in  actis  Concil.  Nicen.  lib.  i\,  c.  7, 
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ill  these  mysteries,  we  should  find  tradition  to  be  but  a  lame 
leg,  or  rather  a  reed  of  Egypt.  For  Artemon  \  who  wte  the 
first  founder  of  that  error  which  afterwards  belched  into 
Arianism,  pretended  a  tradition  from  the  apostles,  that  CJhrist 
was  a  mere  man.  And  that  tradition  descended  to  the  time 
of  pope  Zepherinus,  .who  first  gave  a  stop  to  it :  and  Justin 
Martyr  ^  says,  that  divers  among  the  Christians,  afiirmed 
"  Christ  to  be  not  Gkxl  of  God,  but  man  of  man.'' — ^And  the 
Arians  offered  to  be  tried  by  tradition  ^ ;  and,  therefore,  pre^ 
tended  to.  it,  and,  therefore,  the  catholics  did  not;  at  least 
according  to  the  new  doctrine,  ^  that  if  one  pretends  tradi- 
tion, the  other  cannot.'  But,  for  all  that  trifle,  St.  Athanasius 
did  -sometimes  pretend  to  it,  though  not  always;  and  this 
shows  that  there  was  no  clear,  indubitate,  notorious,  uni* 
versal  tradition  in  the  .  question ;  and  if  there  were  not  such 
an  one,  as  good  none  at  all;  for  it  could  not  be  such  a 
foundation  as  was  fit  to  build  our  faith  upon,  especially  m  . 
such  mysterious  articles.  But  it  is  remarkable  what  Euse- 
bins  ^  recites  out  of  an  old  author,  who  wrote  against  the 
heresy  of  Artemon,  which:  afterwards  Samosatenus  renewed, 
and  Arius  made  public  with  some  alteration  ;  ^^  they  all  say,'* 
says  he,  *^  that  our  ancestors  and  the  apostles  Uiemselvesj 
not  only  received  from  our  Lord  those  things  which  they 
now  affirm,  but  that  they  taught  it  to  others ;  and  the  preach- 
ing or  tradition  of  it  run  on  to. the  days  of  pope  Victcn*, 
and  was  kept  entire,  but  was  depraved  by  pope  Zepherinus.  . 
And  truly  that  which  was  said  by  them,  might  seem  to  have 
in  it  much  of  probability,  if.  the  Divine  Scriptures  did  not 
first  of  all  contradict  them,  and  that  there  were  writings  of 
some  brethren  elder  than  the  times  of  Victor."  The  bre- 
thren, whose  writings  he  names,  are  Justin,  Miltiades,  Tatian, 
Clemens,  Irenasus,  and  the  psalms  and  hymns  of  divers, 
made  in  honour  of  Christ.  From  all  which  it  is  evident, 
that  the  questions  at  Nice,  were  not,  and  could  not  be,  de- 
telrmined  by  tradition.  ^.  That  tradition  might  be,  and  was 
pretended  on  both  sides.  3.  That  when  it  is  pretended  by 
the  contradicting  parties  with  some  probability,  it  can  effec- 

*>  Apud  Euseb.  Eccles.  hist.  lib.  v.  c.  27.  ' 
*  Dial,  contr.  Try  ph.  Jud. 
^  Videetiam  Theod.  lib.  i.  Eccles.  hist.  c.  8. 
»  Euseb.  Eccles.  hist.  lib.  v.  c  27.  Lat.  28.  Gr.  * 
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tu^lly  sorve  n^th^.  4,  That  the  tradition  the  8ainp8». 
tenianfl  opd  ArinnB  boasted  of,  )iad  in  it  much  piobability, 
when  looked  upon  in  its  own  series  and  proper  state, 
fi.  That  the  Divine  Scriptures  were»  at  that  time,  the  best 
firmament  of  the  church,  and  defended  her. from  diat  abuse, 
which  might  have  been  imposed  upon  her,  under  the  ^tk  of 
tradition.  6.  That  evea  when  tradition  was  opposed  to  tra- 
dition,  and  the  right  to  the  wrong,  yet  it  waa  not  oral  or 
verbal  tradition,  according  to  the  new  mode,  but  the  writings 
of  the  doctors  that  were  before. them.  But  aft^  all  this,  I 
cannot  but  obs^ve  and  deplore  the  sad  consequents  of  the 
Boman  doctors^  pretention,  that  this  *^  great  mystery  of  god* 
liness,  God  manifested  in  the  flesh,^  relies  wholly  upon 
unwritten  traditions.  For  the  Socinians,  knowing  that  tra»> 
dition  was  on  both  sides  claimed  in  this  article,  please  them- 
selves in  the  concession  of  their  adversaries,  that  this  is  not 
to  be  proved  by  Scripture.  So  they  all^^e^  the  testimony 
of  Eccius,  and  cardinal  Hosius,  one  of  the  legates,  preriding 
at  Trent  j  <*  Doctrinam  de  trino  et  uno  Deo,  esse  dogma 
traditicmis,  et  ex  Scriptur&  nulld  ratione  probari  posse  n.^ 
The  same  was  affirmed  by  Tanner,  and  all  that  were  on  that 
side,  in  the  conference  at  Ratisbon,  by  Hieronymus  k  S.  Hy* 
adntho,  and  others.  Now  they  being  secured  by  their  very 
enemies,  that  they  need  not  fear  Scriptures  in  this  question ; 
and  knowing  themselves  that  tradition  cannot  alone  do  it; 
they  are  at  peace,  and  dwell  in  confidence  in  this  their  capital 
error :  and  the  false  peace  is  owing  to  the  Boman  doctors ; 
who  in  Italy  help  to  make  atheists,  and  in  Polonia  Soci- 
nians 2  and  as  a  consequent  to  all  this,  I  remember  they 
scorn  Cichovius,  who  endeavoured  to  confute  them  by  a 
hundred  arguments  from  Scriptures,  aince  bis  own  parties  do 
too  freely  declare,  that  not  one  of  those  hundred  prove  the 
question  ^ 

S.  The  next  necessary  article  pretended  to  stand  upon 
tradition,  is,  the  baptizing  children.  Concerning  which,  I 
consider  either  the  matter  of  fact,  or  matter  of  doctrine. 
The  matter  of  fact  is  indifferent,  if  abstracted  from  th^ 
doctrine.     For  at  the  first  they  did,  or  they  did  not,  according 

^  In  locis  commuQ.  page  SOS^  209. 
"  ConfeuioDii  ChristiansB  ad  rgguoi  damnate  et  combustie  Manimn  ^ 
R.  D.  Nicolao  Cichovio  laceisitorum,  sui  vindices.    ImpreM.  A.D.  1652. 


OP  TRADITIONS*  431 

•8  tbfipf  {deased;  for  there  is  na  pretence  of  trftdition,  that 
the  church  in  all  ages  did  baptize  all  the  infants  of  Christian 
parents.  It  is  more  certain,  that  thej  did  not  do  it  always, 
than  that  they  did  it  in  the  first  age.  St.  Ambrose,  St 
Jerome,  and  St.  Austin,  w^e  bom  of  Christian  parents,  and 
ytt  not  baptized,  until  the  full  age  of  a  man,  and  msae.  But 
that  the  apostles  did  baptize  any  cbildreii,  is  not  at  all 
reported  by  a  primely  credible  tradition,  or  a  famous  report  2 
but  that  they  did  so  is  only  conjectured  at ;  or  if  it  be  more, 
yet  that  more,  whatsoever  it  be,  relies  upon  the  testimony 
g£'  Scripture;  as  St.  Paul's  baptizing  the  hoiiseholds  of 
Ste^^haaas  and  the  gaoler.  But  then,  if  they  did,  or  if  ih&f 
did  hot,  yet,  without  an  appendant  dootiine,  this  passes  on 
by  &»  voluntary  practice  cf  the  church ;  and  might  be^  or 
ndt  be,  as  they  pleased;  as  it  was  in  the  case  of  confirinkig 
thtim  mid  communicating  them  at  the  same  time  they  bap- 
tised them ;  concerning  which,  because  we  live  to  have  seen 
and  read  of  several  customs  of  the  church  in  several  ages;  it 
ia  also'  after  the  same  manner  in  bapti«n,  if  we  consider  it 
only  in  the  matter  of  &ct. 

But  then,  if  we  consider  the  doctrine  appendant  to  i^ 
or  the  cause  why  it  is  pretended  they  were  baptized ;  even 
that  children  should  be  brought  to  Christ,  should  receive 
his  blessing,  should  be  adopted  into  the  kingdom  of  Grod 
should  be  made  members  of  the  second  Adam,  and  be  trans 
lated  from  the  death,  introduced  by  the  first,  to  the  lif<^ 
revealed  by  the  second,  and  that  they  may  receive  the 
holy  spirit,  and  a  title  to  the  promises  evangelical,  and  be 
bom  again,  and  admitted  into  a  state  of  covenant,  in  which 
they  can  receive  the  gift  of  eternal  life, — ^which  I  take  to  be 
the  proper  reasons,  why  the  church  baptizes  infants.  And 
these  are  wholly  derived  to  us  from  Scripture  grounds. 
But  then,  as  to  that  reason,  upon  which  the  Church  of  Rome 
baptizes  infants,  even  because  it  is  necessary,  and  because 
without  it  children  shall  not  see  God ;  it  is  certain  there 
is  no  universal,  or  prhne  tradition  for  that.  St.  Austin  was 
the  hard  father  of  that  doctrine.  And  if  we  take  the  whole 
doctrine  and  practice  together  without  distinction,  that  it 
was  the  custom  so  to  do  in  some  churches,  and  at  some 
times,  is  without  all  question ;  but  that  there  is  a  tradition 
from  the  apostles  so  to  do,  relies  but  upon  two  witnesses, 


Origen,  and  St.  Austin ;  and  the  latter  having  received  it '^ 
fvom  the  former,  it  relies  wholly  upon  his  single  testimony; 
which  is  but  a  pitiful  argument  to  prove  a  tradition  aposto^ 
lical^  He  is  the  first  that  spoke  of  it ;  but  Tertiillian' 
that  was  before  him,  seems  to  speak  agamst  it»  whidihe 
wDuld  not  have  done,  if  it  had  been  a  tradition  apostolical; 
And  that  it  was  not  so,  is  but  too  certain,  if  there  be  any 
truth  in  the  words  of  Ludovicus  yives%  saying,  that  *  anciently 
none  were  baptized  but  persons  of  ripe  age:'  which  words, 
I  suppose,  are  to  be  understood  xcera  ro  vXsiirrov,  and  ^for 
the  most  part.^  But  although  the  tradition  be:  UBoertain, 
weak,  little,  and  contingent ;  yet  the  church  of  God,  when- 
ever she  did  it  (and  she  might  do  it  at  any  time),  did  do 
it  upon  Scripture  grounds.  And  it  was  but  weakly  said  by 
cardinal  Perron',  that  there  is  no  place  of  Scripture,  by 
which  we  can  evidently  and  necessarily  convince  the  ana- 
baptists. For,  1.  If  that  were  true,  yet  it  is  mare  certion, 
that  by  tradition  they  will  never  be  persuaded;  not  only 
because  there  is  no  sufficient  and  full  tradition ;  but  because 
they  reject  the  topic.  2.  Although  the  anabaptists  endea- 
vour to  elude  the  arguments  of  Scripture,  yet  it  follows  not 
that  Scripture  is  not  clear  and  certain  in  the  article;  for 
it  is  an  easy  thing  to  say  something  to  every  thing ;  but  if 
that  be  enough  against  the  argument,  then  no  heretic  can 
be  convinced  by  Scripture,  and  there  is  in  Scripture  no 
pregnant  testimony  for  any  point  of  faith ;  for  in  all  questions, 
all  heretics  prattle  something.  And,  therefore,  it  is  not  a 
wise  procedure,,  to  say,  the  adversaries  do  answer  the  testi- 
monies of  Scripture, — and  by  Scripture,  cannot  be  convinced; 
and,  therefore,  choose  some  other  way  of  probation:  For, 
when  that  is  done,  will  they  be  convinced?  And  cannot 
the  cardinal  satisfy  himself  by  Scripture,  though  the  heretic 
wtU  not  confess  himself  confuted?  The  papists  say,  they 
answer  the  protestants^  arguments  from  Scripture ;  but  though 
they  say  so  to  eternal  ages,   yet  in   the  world  nothing  is 

^  Secundum  ecclesise  observantiam  (ait)  in  Levit.  c.  12^  18.  Horn.  S.qiiem 
]o<:iim  citat  Perron  :  hsec  aatem  verba  non  aiunt,  ab  apostolis  banc  manasse 
observantiam. 

^  Lib,  de  Baptis.  cap.  18,        4  In  S.  August,  de  Civit.  Dei.  lib.  i.  c,  S7. 

'  R6plique  si  la  r^ponse  du  roi  Jacques^  p.  701. 
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plainer,  than  that  they  only  say  so ;  and  that,  for  all  that 
confidetit  and  enforced  saying,  the  Scriptures  are  still  appa^- 
rentiy  against  them.  3.  If  the  Anabaptists  speak  probably 
and  reasonably  in  their  answers;  then  it  will  rather  follow, 
that  the  pdlnt  is  not  necessary,  than  that  it  must  be  proved 
neoe^sary  by  some  other  topic.  4.  All  people  that  believe 
baptism  of  infants  necessary,  think  that  they  sufficiently 
prove  it  from  Scripture;  and  Bellarmine,  though  he  also 
urges  this  point,  as  an  argument  for  tradition,  yet  upon  wiser 
thoughts  he  proves  it  (and  not  unsuccessfully)  by  three  argu- 
ments from  Scripture. 

^  3.  Like  to  this,  is  the  pretence  of  the  validity  of  the 
baptism  of  heretics;  it  is  cardinal  Perron^s  own  instance, 
and  the  first  of  the  four  he  all^s  for  the  necessity  of  tradi- 
tion; this  he  holds  for  a  doctrine  orthodox,  and  apostolic, 
and  yet  (says  he)  there  is  no  word  of  it  in  Scripture;  it  is 
oortain  there  was  no  apostolical  tradition  for  it.  For  St. 
Cyprian  %  and  all  his  colleagues,  were  of  an  (pinion  contrary 
to  that  of  the  Roman  church,  in  this  article;  and  when 
they  opposed  against  St.  Cyprian  a  tradition,  he  knew  of  no 
such  thing,  and  bid  them  prove  their  tradition  from  Scripture. 
2.  St.  Austin,  who  was  something  warm  in  this  point,  yet 
confesses,  the  apostles  commanded  nothing  in  it;  but  then 
he  does  ahnost  beg  us  to  believe  it  came  from  them.  **  Con- 
suetudo  ilia,  quae  opponebatur  C]rpriano,  ab  eorum  traditione 
exordium  sumpdisse  credenda  est;  sicut  sunt  multa  quse 
univarsa  tenet  ecdesia,  et  ob  hoc  ab  apostolis  ben^  praecepta 
traduntur,  quanquara  scripta  non  reperiantur  :'^  which  in 
plain  meaning  is  this ;  we  find  a  custom  in  the  church,  and 
we  know  not  whence  it  comes;  and  it  is  so  in  this,  as  in 
many  other  things;  and,  therefore,  let  us  think  the  best, 
and  bdieve  it  came  by  tradition  from  the  apostles.  But, 
it  seems,  himself  was  not  sure  that  so  little  a  foundation 
could  carry  so  big  a  weight ;  he,  therefore,  plainly  hath  re- 
course to  Scripture  in  this  question :  ^^  Whether  is  niore 
pernicious  not  to  be  baptized,  or  to  be  re-baptized,  is  hard 
to  judge:  nevertheless,  having  recourse  to  the  standard  of 
our  Lord,  where  the  monuments  of  this  are  not  estimated  by 
human  sense,  but  by  Divine  authority,  I  find  concerning  each 

*  Fpist.  ad  Pompeium. 
VOL,  X.  2  F 
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of  them,  the  sentence  of  our  liord' ;"  to  wit,  in  the  Scriptures. 
But  3., The  question  itself  is  not  of  a  thing- necessary;  for 
St.  Cyprian  and  the  iHshops  of  Cappadocia  and  QaliUiay 
and  almost  two  parts  of  the  known  wor^d^  whose  sgntiment 
was  differing  from  oth^s,  yet  lived  and  died  ia  the.oommunion 
of  those  churches,  who  beheved  the  contrary  doctrine-:  i»id,so 
it  might  have  been  still,  if  things  were  estimated  but  accord* 
ing  to  their  intrinsic  value.     And  since,  as  Str Austin  says^ 
they  might  safely  differ  in  judgment  before  the  detarlninalioa 
of  this  question  in  a  council;  it  follows  evidently,  that  there 
was  no  clear  tradition  agiainst  them ;   oTy  convineing  argu^ 
ment.      For  as  it  id   not  imaginable,  so  great  and.  wise  a 
part  of  the  catholic  church  should  be  ignorant  of  anycfafiaous 
apostolical  tradition;  especially  when  they  weiie  caUed  upon 
to  attend  to  it,  and  were  urged  and-preiaed'  by  il:-soi,  it 
is  also  very  c^tain,  there  was  none   sudi^  in  St.  Cyprian*a 
time,   bec£tuse  the  sixth    gmeeii   council  iappcoved  of  the 
canon  made  in  the  council  of  Caithag^  because,'  ^'  in  prse* 
^ctorum  prcesulum  lods   et   solum  secundum   tradiftmi  eis 
consuetudinem   servatus  estV^     4. '  It  had  been  best^  if  the 
question  had  never   been  moved;    and  the  next  best  had 
been  to  have   suppressed  and  forgotten  it '  insilmntly ;    fcnr, 
as  it  came  in  by  zeal  and  partiality  ih  the  bands  of  the  Gap* 
padocian  bishops,   so  it   was    fed  by  pride   and  Action  in 
the  hands  of  the  Donatists ;  and  it  could  baye  no  detevmi- 
nation,  but  the  mere    nature  of  the  thing  itself;    all  the 
apostles  and  ministers  of  rdigion  were  eommanded  to  baptiie 
in  water,  iii  the  name  of  the  Father,  Son,  and  Hoiy  Ghost ; 
and  this  was  an  admission  to  Christianity,  tiot  toany  seol 
of  it;    and  if  this  had  been  considered  wisely,  >so  it  had 
been  done  by  a  Christian  minister  in  matueir  aiidform,  tha« 
could  be  no  more  in  it     And,  therefore,  the  vrhbl»  thing 
was  to  no  purpose:  so  £etr  was  it 'frdin 'being  an  artide  of 
faith. 

4.  The  next  pretence  is,  that  the  ^i!ocessicHi  ci  the  Holy 
Ghost  from  the  Father  and  the  Son,  is  an  artide  of  our 
faith,  and  yet  no  where  told  in  Scripture ;  and,  consequently, 
tradition  must  help  to  make  up  the  object  of  our  £Eudi.     To 

t  Contrat  Douatist.  lib.  iv.  c.  ]4,&c.  17  et  24. 
Lib.  i.  de  Baptist,  cap.  16.  '  Can.  2. 
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ihLi   some  very   exceUoit  peraons  have   qpposed  thU  con-* 
tideratXHi,  that  the  Greeks  and  Latins  differ  but  in  *  modo 
loquendi;'  and»  therefore^  both  speaking  the  same  thing  in 
iiSSa^  iFonlSy  show,  that  the  controversy  itself  ia  tiifliqg 
pr.  miaCaken*,  But  though  I  wish  them  agreed;  yet^  when 
1  cotmdef^  that  in  all  the  endeavours  for  union  at  the  council 
oi  Vlorm^t  they  never  understood  one  another  ta  purposes 
pf  peace ;  I  am.apt  to  believe  that  those  who  would  reconcile 
thm,  show  their  piety  more  than  the  truth  of  the  thing, 
and. that  the  Greeks  and  Latins  differed  entirely  in  this 
point.    But  thm,  that  on  the  Latin  side  there  diould  be 
a  tradition  apostolical,  can  upon  no  odier  account  be  pre- 
tended, but  that  they  could  not  prove  it  by  Scr^ture,  or 
sbow  any  ecdesiastiosd  law  or  authority  for  it*     Now,  if 
we  consider  that    the    Greeks  pretend  their  doctrine,  not 
only  from  Scripture,  but  also  from  immemorial  tradidon, 
that  is,. that  they  have  not  innovated  the  doctrine  which 
their  fathers  taught  them ;  and  on  the  other  side,  thsit  the 
Latins  haye,  contrary  to  the  canon  of  tbe  council  of  £phesus, 
superadded,  the  dause  of  <  Filioque'  to  the  Constantinopolitan 
creed,  and  that  by  authority  6f  a  little  ccmventicm  of  bishops 
4t  Cha^tilly,  near  to  Paris^  without  the  consent  of  the  catholic 
church ;  and  that  by  the  coikfession  of  cardinal  Perron^,  not 
only  thie  Scripture   favours  the  Greeks,    but-  reason  also ; 
\;>ecau8e  it  is  unimag^ble^  that  the  same  particular  eippect 
abould  proceed  from  two  principles  in  the  same  kind;   and 
although  the  three  persMis  created  the  world,  yet  that  pro- 
duction  was    from  the   Divine    essence,    which  is  but  one 
principle;  but  the  opinion  of  the  Latins  is,  that  the  Holy 
Ghoqt  {»Yx:eeds  from  two  persons,  as  persons;  and,  therefore, 
fixum  ,two  principles,  it  will  be  very  hard  to  suppose,  that 
because  all  this  is  agiunst  them,  therdfore  it  is  certain,  that 
ikey  bad  this  fr(»n  apostolical  tradition.    The  piore  natural 
cpusequence    is^  that   their   proposition   is  either  mistakjen 
or  umcertain,  or  not  an  article  of  faith  (which  is  rather  to 
be  hoped,   lest  we    condemn   all  the    Greek    churches    as. 
ilifidels,  or  perverse  heretics),  or  else  that  it  can  be,  derived 
from  Scripture;    which  last  is  indeed  the  mpst  probable, 

f 
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and  pursuant  to  the   doctrine  of  those  wiser  Latins,  wfeo 
examined  things   by   reason,   and  not    by  prejudice.     But 
cardinal  Perron's  argument  is  no  better  than  this !    Titias 
was  accused  to  have  deserted  his  station  in  the  battle,  and 
carried  false  orders  to  the  legion  of  Spurinna ;  he  answers, 
I  must  either  have  received  orders  from  the  g^ieEsl,  or  else 
you  must  suppose  me  to  be  a  coward,  or  a  traitor;  for  I 
had  no  warrant  for  vrhnt  T  did  from   the  book  of  noilitaiy 
discipline.     Well,  what  if  you  be  supposed  to  be  a  coward^ 
or  traitor ;  what  hurt  is  it  in  that  supposition  ?     But  must 
I  conclude,  that  you  had  order  from  the  general,  for  £aar  I 
should  think  you  did  it  on  your  own  head,  or  that  you  are 
a  traitor  ?     That  is  the  case ;  either  tiiis  {woposition  is  derived 
to  us  by  apostolical  tradition,  car  we  have  nothing  else  to 
say  for  ourselves.     Well !  "  Nempe  hoc  Ithacus  veUt ;"  ^  The 
Greeks  allow*  the  argument,  and  will  say  thus :  you  had 
nothing  to  say  for  yourselves,  unless  we  grant  that  to  you 
which   is   the   question,    and  which   you   can  never  prove, 
viz.,  that  th^e  is  for  this  article   an  apostolical   tradition: 
but  because  both  ndes  pretend  that,  let  us  try  this  thing 
by  Scripture.     And,   indeed,   that  is  the  only  way.     And 
cardinal  Perron's  argument  may,  by  any  Greek,  be  inverted,, 
and  turned  upon  himself.     For  he  saying  it  *  is  not  in  Scrip- 
ture, therefore  it  is  a  tradition  of  the  church ;'  it  is  as  good 
an  argument,^t  is  not  delivered  to  us  by  universal  tradition; 
tberefore,  either  it  is  not  at  aU,  or  it  is  derived  to  us  from- 
Scripture :  and  upon  the  account  of  this,  for  my  part,  I  do 
believe  it. 

5.  The  last  instance  of  cardinal  Perron,  is  the  observation 
of  the  Lord's  day ;  but  this  is  matter  of  discipline  and  ex- 
ternal rite ;  and,  because  it  cannot  pretend  to  be  an  artide 
of  faith^  or  essentially  necessary  doctrine,  the  consideration  is 
difPerent  from  the  rest.  And  it  is  soon  at  an  end ;  but  that 
the  cardinal  would  fain  make  something  of  nothing,  by 
telling  that  the  Jews  complain  of  the  Christians  for  changing 
drcumdsion  into  baptism,  and  the  Saturday-sabbath  into 
the  dominical,  or  Lord^s  day.  He  might  as  well  have  added, 
they  cry  out  against  the  Christians,  for  changing  Moses  into 
Christ,  the  law  into  the  gospel,  the  covenant  of  works  into 
the  covenant  of  faith,  ceremonies  into  substances,  and  rituals 
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into  spiritualities.     And  we  need  no  further  inquiry  into 
this  question,  but  to  consider  what  the  cardinal  says%  that 
<^  God  did  the  sabbath  a  special  honour  by  writing  this 
ooremonial  alone,  into  the  summary  of  the  moral  law.^— -Now 
I  demand,  whether  there  be  not  clear  and  plain  Scripture, 
for  the  abolishing  of  the  law  of  ceremonies  ?     If  there  be, 
then   the  law   of  the  sabbath  is  abolished.     It  is  part  of 
*  the  hand-writing  of  ordinances,    which   Christ  ndled  to 
his  cross.^    Now,  when  the  sabbath  ceases  to  be  obligatory, 
the  church  is  at  liberty :   but  that  there  should  be  a  time 
sanctified,   or  set  apart  for  the  proper  service  of  God,   I 
hope  is  also  very  clear  from  Scripture ;  and  that  the  circum- 
stances of  rehgion  are  in  the   power  of  the  presidents  of 
r^^on;  and  then  it  will  follow  from   Scripture,  that  the 
apostles,  or  their   successors,    or  whoever  did   appoint  the 
Sunday  festival,  had  not  only  great  reason,  but  full  authority, 
to  appoint  that  day;   and  that  this  was  done  early,   and 
ccHitinued  constantly  for  the  same  reason,  and  by  an  equal 
authority,  is  no  question.     But  as  to  the  sabbath,  St.  Paul 
gave  express  order  %  that  no  man  should  be  judged  by  any 
part  of  the  ceremonial  law,  and  particularly  names  the  sab- 
bath days,  saying,  "  They  all  were  a  shadow  of  things  to 
come,  but  Christ  is  the  substance/^    And  yet,  after  all  this, 
the  keeping  of  the  Lord^s  day  was  no  law  in  Christendom, 
till  the  Laodicean  council ;  but  the  Jewish  sabbath  was  kept 
as  strictly  as  the  Christian  Lord's  day,  and  yet  both  of  them 
with  liberty,  but  with  an  intuition  to  the  avoiding  offence, 
and  the  interests  of  religion :  and  the  Lord^s  day  came  not 
instead  of  the  sabbath,  and  it  did  not  succeed  in   the  place 
of  the  sabbath,  but  was  merely  a  Christian  festival,  and  holy- 
day.     But  at  last ;  that  the  keeping  of  the  Lord's  day  be 
a  tradition  apostolical,  I  derire  it  were  heartily  believed,  by 
every  Christian ;  for  though  it  would  make  nothing  against 
the  sufficiency  of  Scriptures,  in  all  questions  of  faith  and  rules 
of  manners,  yet  it  might  be  an  engagement  on  all  men  to  keep 
it  with  the  greater  religion. 

6.  At  the  end  of  this,  it  is  fit  I  take  notice  of  another 
particular,  offered,  by  the  by,  not  in  justification  of  tradition, 
but  in  defiance  of  them  that  oppose  it.     ^^  If  the  protestants 

« 
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Appose  all  tradition  in  genera],  fhey  Must  quit  ei&ey  tenet 
of  protestant  religion,  as  protestantism :  for  example's  sake : 
the  belief  of  two  sacraments  only,  &c.  ^Z*  The  chai^  is  fieit^, 
and  the  stroke  is  little.  It  was  unadvisedly  said,  that  etery 
protestant  doctrine  '  quft  talis/  must  be  quitted  if  Scripture 
be  the  rule :  for  this  rery  proposition,  that  Scripture  is  the 
rule  of  our  faith,  is  a  main  protestant  doctrine ;  and^  there- 
fore, certainly  must  not  be  quitted ;  if  Scripture  be  the  rule, 
that  is,  if  the  doctrine  be  true,  it  must  not  be  forsaken. 
And  although  in  the  whole  progress  of  this  book,  protestant 
religion  will  be  greatly  justified  by  Scripture,  yet,  for  the 
present,  I  desire  the  gentleman  to  consider  a  little  belter 
about  giving  the  chalice  to  all  communicants;  whether  their 
denying  it  to  the  laity  be  by  authority  of  Scripture?  And 
1  desire  him  to  consider  what  place  of  the  Old  or  New 
Testament  he  hath,  for  worshipping  and  making  the  images 
of  God  the  Father,  and  the  Holy  Ghost,  or  for  having  their 
public  devotions  in  an  unknown  tongue.  But  of  these 
hereafter. 

As  to  the  instance  of  two  sacraments  only,  I  desire  the 
gentleman  to  understand  our. doctrine  a  little  better.  It  is 
hone  of  the  doctrine  of  the  church  of  England,  that  there  are 
two  sacraments  only;  but  that,  of  those  rituals  commanded 
in  Scripture,  which  the  ecclesiastical  use  calls  sacraments 
(by  a  word  of  art),  **  two  only  are  generally  necessary  to 
salvation."  And  although  we  are  able  to  prove  this  by  a 
tradition  much  more  universal,  than  by  wUch  the  Roman 
doctors  can  prove  seven,  yet  we  rely  upon  Scripture  for  our 
doctrine :  and  though,  it  may  be,  I  shall  not  dispute  it  with 
this  gentlemaD  that  sends  his  cartel,  unless  he  had  ^ven 
better  proof  of  his  learning  and  his  temper ;  yet,  I  suppose, 
if  he  reads  this  book  over,  he  shall  find  something  first  or 
last  to  instruct  him,  or  at  least  to  entertain  him  in  that  par- 
ticular also.  But  for  the  present,  lest  such  an  unconoeming 
trifle  be  forgotten,  I  desire  him  to  consider  that  he  hath  Httie 
reason  to  consider  himself  in  the  just  number  of  seven 
sacraments;  for  that  there  are  brought  in  amongst  them 
some  new  devices,  I  cannot  call  them  sacnunents,  but  some- 
thing like  what  they  have  already  forged,  whidi  bebg  but 

*  E.  W.  p.  5. 
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external  rites,  yet  outdo  most  of  their  sacraments.  About 
the  year  1680^  there  were  introduced  into  Ireland^  by  the 
Franciseans  and  Carmelite  friars,  three  pretty  propositions, 
1.  Whosoever  shall  die  in  the  habit  of  St.  Francis,  shall  never 
be  prevented  with  an  unhappy  death.  2.  Whosoever  shall 
take  the  scapular  of  the  Carmelites,  and  die  in  the  same, 
rfiaM  never  be  damned.  Si  Whosoever  shall  fast  the  first 
Saturday  after  they  have  heard  of  the  death  of  Louisf^,  a 
Spanish  nun  of  the  order  of  St.  Clare,  shall  have  no  part  in 
the  second  death.  Now  these  external  rites  promise  more 
grace  than  is  conferred  by  their  sacraments ;  for  it  promises 
a  certainty  of  glory,  and  an  intermediate  certainty  of  being 
in  the  state  of  grace ;  which  to  them  is  not  and  cannot  be 
done,  according  to  their  doctrine,  by  all  the  other  sacraments 
and  sacramentals  of  their  church.  Now,  these  things  are 
derived  to  them  by  pretended  revelations  of  St.  Francis  and 
St.  Simon  Stock.  And  thbugh  I  know  not  what  the  priests 
and  friars  in  England  will  think  or  say  of  this  matter,  yet  I 
assure  them,  in  Ireland  they  are  of  great  account,  and  with 
much  fancy,  religion  and  veneration,  used  at  this  day.  And, 
not  long  since,  visiting  soine  of  my  churches,  I  found  an  old 
nun  in  the  neighbourhood,  a  poor  Clare,  as  I  think;  but 
missing  her  cJord  about  her,  which  I  had  formerly  observed 
her  to  wear,  I  asked  the  cause,  and  was  freely  answered,  that 
a  gentlewoman,  who  had  lately  died,  had  purchased  it  of  her^ 
to  put  about  her  in  her  grave.  And  of  how  great  veneration 
the  Saturday-fast  is  here,  every  one  knows,  but  the  cause  I 
knew  noti  till  I  had  learned  the  story  of  St.  Luissa ;  and  that 
Flemming,  their  archbishop  of  Dublin,  had  given  counte- 
nance to  it  by  his  example  and  credulity.  But  now  it  may 
be  perceived,  that  the  question  of  seven  sacraments  is  outdone 
by  the  intervention  of  some  new  ones,  which,  although  they 
Want  the  nam6,  do  greater  eflFects,  and,  therefore,  have  a  better 

title.  ... 

Btit  I  proceed  to  more  material  considerations.     Cardinal 

Perron  hath  chosen  no  other  instances  of  matters  necessary 

(as  he  supposes  them);  but  there  are  many  ritual  matters, 

customs,  and  ceremonies,  which  were  (at  least  it  is  said  so) 

practised  by  the  apostolical  churches ;  and  some,  it  may  be, 

are  descended  down  to  us :  but  because  the  churches  practise 

many  things  which  the  apostks  did  not,  and  the  apostles  did 
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and  ordained  many  things,  which  the  diurch  does  not  ob« 
serve,  it  will  not  appertain  to  the  question,  to  say,  there  are, 
or  are  not,  in  these  things  traditions  apostolical.     The  college 
of  widows  is  dissolved;  the  canon  of  abstaining  from  things 
strangled,  obliges  not  the  church  <^:   and  St.  PauFs  rule  of 
not  electing  a  bishop  that  is  a  novice,  ac  young  Christiaii,  is 
not  always  observed  at  Rome;  nay,  St.  Paul  himself  con* 
secrated  Timothy  when  he  was  but  twenty-five  years  of  age : 
and  the  Wednesday  and  Friday  fast'',  is  pretended  to  have 
been  a  precept  from  the  very  times  of  the  apostles ;  and  yet  it 
Is  observed  but  in  very  few  places:  and  of  the  fifty  canons 
called  apostolical,  very  few  are  observed  in  the  church  at 
this   day ;  and  of  eighty-four  collected  by  Clement,  as  was 
supposed,  Michael  Medina   says',   scarce   six   or   eight   are 
observed  by  the  Latin  church.     For  *  in  them  many  things 
are  contained,^  saith  Feresius',  ^  which  by  the  corruption  cf 
times,  are  not  fully  observed ;  others,  according  to  the  quahty 
of  the  matter  and  time,  b^g  obliterated,  or  abrogated,  by 
the  magistery  of  the  whole  church.'     Tertullian*  speaks  of 
divers  unwritten  customs,  of  which  ^^  tradition  is  the  author, 
custom  is  the  confirmer,  and  faith  is  the  observer."      Such 
are  the  ^  renunciations  in  the  office  of  baptism,  trine  immer- 
sion, tasting  milk  and  honey ;  abstinence  from  the  bath,  for 
a   week  after;  the  receiving  the  eucharist  before  day,  or  in 
the  time  of   their  meal,  from  the  hand  of  the  presidents  of 
religion ;    anniversary    oblations  on   birth  days,  and  for  the 
dead ;    not  to  fast,  not  to  kneel  on  Sundays ;  perpetual  festi- 
vities from   Easter  to  Whitsuntide;    not  to  endure,  without 
great  trouble,  bread  or  drink  to  fall  upon  the  ground ;  and, 
at  every  motion,  to  sign  the  forehead  with  the  sign  of  the 
cross.**     Some  of  these  are  rituals,  and  some  are  still  observed, 
and  some  are   superstitious  and  observed  by  no  body ;    and 
some   that  are  not,   may  be  if  the   church   please:    these, 
indeed,  were  traditions  or  customs  before  his  time;  but  not 
so  much  as  pretended  to  be  apostolical;  but   if  they  were^ 

c  Vide   Ductor   Dabitantium,   Rule   of  Conscience,   lib.    iii.    Reg.  11. 
n.  5f  6. 

•»  Regiuald.  Praxis  Fori  Poenit.  lib.  iv.  c.  12.  sect.  3.  n.  ISS. 
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are  yet  of  the  same  consideration  with  the  rest.  If  they  be 
customs  of  the  church,  they  are  not,  without  great  reason 
and  just  authority,  to  be  laid  aside :  bqt  are  of  no  other 
argument  against  Scripturci  than  if  all  the  particular  customs 
of  all  churches  were  lyged.  For,  if  they  had  come  from  the 
apostles  (as  these  did  not),  yet  if  the  apostles  say,  ^  dicit 
Dominus,'  they  must  be  obeyed  for  ever ;  but  if  the  word  be, 
*  dico  ^o,  non  Dominus,^  the  church  hath  her  liberty  to  do 
what,  in  the  changing  times,  is  most  for  edification*  And, 
therefore,  in  these  things,  let  the  church  of  Rome  pretend 
what  traditions  apostolical  she  please  of  this  nature,  the 
church  may  keep  them,  or  lay  them  aside,  according  to  what 
they  judge  is  best.  For  if  those  canons  and  traditions  of  the 
apostles,  of  which  there  is  no  question,  and  which  are  re- 
corded in  Scripture,  yet  are  worn  out  and  laid  aside ;  those, 
certainly,  which  are  pretended  to  be  such,  and  cannot  be 
proved,  cannot  pass  in.to  perpetual  obligation,  whether  the 
churches  will  or  no. 

I  shall  not  need,  upon  this  head,  to  consider  any  more 
instances,  because  all  the  points  of  popery  are  pretended  to 
rely  upon  tradition.  The  novelty  of  which  because  I  shall 
demonstrate  in  their  proper  places,  proving  them  to  be  so  far 
from  being  traditions  apostolical,  that  they  are  mere  inno- 
vations in  religion, — I  shall  now  represent  the  uncertainty 
and  fallibility  of  the  pretence  of  traditions  in  ordinary ;  and 
the  certain  deceptions  of  those  who  trust  them,  and  the  im- 
possibility of  ending  many  questions  by  them.  I  shall  not 
bring  the  usual  arguments  which  are  brought  from  Scriptures 
against  traditions;  because  although  those  which  Christ 
condemns  in  the  Pharisees,  and  the  apostles  in  heretical 
persons,  are  not  reproved  for  being  traditions,  but  for  being 
without  Divine  authority ;  that  is,  they  are  either  against  the 
commandment  of  God,  or  without  any  warrant  from  God  : 
yet  if  there  be  any  traditions,  real  and  true,  that  is,  words  of 
God  not  written,  they,  if  they  could  be  shown,  would  be 
very  good.  But  then  I  desire  the  same  ingenuity  on  the 
other  side;  and  that  the  Roman  writers  would  not  trouble 
the  question,  or  abuse  thjeir  readers,  by  bringing  Scriptures 
to  prove  their  traditions ;  not  by  showing  they  are  recorded 
in    Scripture,    but  by  bringing   Scripture  where   the  word 
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tradition  is  named  ^.  For  besides  lliat  such  places  cannot 
be,  with  any  modesty,  pretended,  as  proofs  of  the  particular 
traditions ;  it  is  also  certain,  that  they  cannot  prove  that  in 
general  there  are,  or  can  be,  any  unrecorded  Scripture,  when 
the  whole  canon  should  be  written,  consigned  and  enter- 
tained. For  it  may  be  necessary,  that  traditions  should  be 
called  on  to  be  kept  before  Scriptures  were  written,  and  yet 
afterwards  not  necessary;  and  those  things  which  were 
delivered  and  are  not  in  Scripture,  may  be  lost,  because  they 
were  not  written ;  and  then  that  may  be  impossible  for  us  to 
do,  which  at  first  might  have  been  done.  But  this  bdng 
laid  aside,  I  proceed  to  considerations  proper  to  the  ques- 
tion. 

1.  Tertullian,  St.  Jerome,  and  St.  Austin,  are  pretended 
the  great  patrons  of  tradition ;  and  they  have  given  rules  by 
which  we  shall  know  apostolical  traditions:  and  it  is  well 
they  do  so ;  for  sand  ought  to  be  put  into  a  glass,  and  water 
into  a  vessel;  something  to  limit  the  running  element,  that 
when  you  have  received  it,  you  may  keep  it.  A  nuncu- 
pative record  is  like  figures  in  the  air,  or  diagrams  in  sand ; 
the  air  and  the  wind  will  soon  disorder  the  lines.  And 
God,  knowing  this,  and  all  things  else,  would  not  trust  so 
much  as  the  ten  words  of  Moses  to  oral  tradition,  but  twice 
wrote  them  in  tables  of  stone  with  his  own  finger.  *'  I 
know,''  said  St.  Clement*,  *^  that  many  things  are  lost  by 
length  of  time,  for  want  of  writing;  and,  therefore,  I,  of 
necessity,  make  use  of  memorials,  and  collection  of  chapters, 
to  supply  the  weakness  of  my  memory."  'And  when  St. 
Ignatius,  in  his  journey  towards  martyrdom,  confirmed  the 
churches  through  which  he  passed,  by  private  exhortations, 
as  well  as  he  was  permitted ;  he  exhorted  them  all,  to  adhere 
to  the  tradition  of  the  apostles,  (meaning  that  doctrine  which 
was  preached  by  them  in  their  churches,)  and  added  this 
advice  or  caution,  ^*  That  he  esteemed  it  was  necessary,  that 
this  tradition  should  be  committed  to  writing '',''  that  it  might 
be  preserved  to  posterity  :  and  reports  by  word  of  mouth  are 
uncertain,  that  for  want  of  good  records  \  we  cannot  tell  who 

^  2  These,  ii.  d  Tim.  it.  *  Clem.  Alexan.  Strom,  lib.  i.  p.  876. 

^  Euseb.  lib.  iii.  Eccles.  Hist.  c.  85.  Gnec. 

1  Theodoret.  lib.  i.  c.  8.  Eccles.  Hist. 
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was  St.  Peter's  successor  immediately^— >whetlier  Clemens, 
Linus,  or  Anacletus ;  and  the  subscriptions  of  St.  Paul's 
epistles,  having  no  record  but  the  uncertain  voice  of  tradi« 
tion,  are,  in  some  things,  evidently  mistaken,  and  in  some 
others,  very  uncertain^,  And  upon  the  same  account,  we 
cannot  tell  how  many  bishops  were  convened  at  INice"*: 
£usebius  says  they  were  two  hundred  and  fifty,  St.  Atha« 
nasius  says  they  were  just  three  hundred.  Eustatius,  in 
Theodoret,  says  they  were  above  two  hundred  and  seventy. 
Sozomen  says  they  were  about  three  hundred  and  ten. 
£piphanius  and  others  say  they  were  three  hundred  and 
^ghteen.  And  when  we  consider  how  many  pretences 
have  been,  and  are  daily  made  of  traditions  apostolical, 
which  yet  are  not  so,  a  wise  man  will  take  heed,  lest  his 
credulity  and  good  nature  make  him  to  become  a  fool.  St. 
Clemens  Alexandrinus  says,  that  the  apostles  preached  to 
dead  infidels,  and  then  raised  them  to  fife;  and  that  the 
Greeks  were  justified  by  their  philosophy;  and  accounts 
these  among  the  ancient  traditions.  Pope  Marcellus*^  was 
bold  to  say,  that  it  was  an  apostolical  tradition  or  canon,  that 
a  council  could  not  be  called  but  by  the  authority  of  the 
bishop  of  Rome:  but  the  churches  in  the  first  ages  practised 
otherwise,  and  the  Greeks  never  believed  it;  nor  are, all  the 
Latin  churches  of  that  opinion,  as  shall  be  shown  in  the 
sequel.  The  second  canon  of  the  council  in  Trullo  com* 
inands  observation  of  no  less  than  four  score  «od  five  canons 
apostolical  delivered  to  the  church;  but,  besides,  that  no 
church  keeps  them,,  there  are  not  many  who  believe  that 
they  came  from  the  apostles.  St.  Austin  said  that  the  com- 
municating of  infants  was  an  aposttdical  tradition;  but 
neither  the  protestants  nor  the  papists  believe  him  in  that 
particular.  Clemens  Alexandrinus  said%  that  Christ  preached 
but  one  year :  St.  Irenaeus  confutes  that  tradition  vehemently, 
and  said  it  was  an  apostolical  tradition,  <<  That  Christ  was 
about  fifty  years  of  age  when  he  died,  and,  therefore,  it  must 
be,  that  he  preached  almost  twenty  years ;  for  the  Scripture 
says',  *  Jesus  began  to  be  about  thirty  years  old,  when  he 
was  baptized;^    and   presently  after  he  began   to  preach.'*' 

^  6ellar.de  Concil.  et  Eccles.  lib.  i.  c.  5.  sect.  DeNomero. 

^  Epist  ad  Episc.  Antioch.  ^  Stromat.  lib.  i.,  lib.  ii.  c.  89. 

?  Matt.  iv.  17.  Matk,  i.  14.  Luke,  iii.  38. 
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Now»  this  story  of  the  great  age  of  Christ,  Ir^iseus  says, 
**  That  all  the  old  men  that  were  with  St.  John,  the  disciple 
of  our  Lord,  say,  that  St.  John  did  deliver  unto  them.''  Nay, 
not  only  so,  but  ^^  some  of  them  heard  the  same  from  others 
also  of  the  apostles."  There  were  many  more  of  such  tradi- 
tions; *^  the  day  would  fail  to  reckon  all  the  unwritten 
mysteries  of  the  church,''  said  the  author  of  the  last  chapters 
of  the  book  ^  de  Spiritu  Sancto,*  falsely  imputed  to  St.  Basil '^ : 
and  yet  he  could  reckon  but  a  few ;  all  the  rest  are  lost :  and 
of  those  that  remain,  some  are  not  at  all  observed,  in  any 
church.  But  there  cannot  be  a  greater  instance  of  the  vanity 
of  pretending  traditions,  than  the  collection  of  the  canons 
apostolical  by  Clement,  which  Damascen'  reckons  as  parts  of 
the  New  Testament,  that  is,  equal  to  canonical  writing  of  the 
apostks ;  but  Isidore  Hispalensis  says  %  ^^  they  were  apocry- 
phal, made  by  heretics,  and  published  in  the  name  of  the 
apostles ;  but  neither  the  fathers  nor  the  church  of  Rome  did 
give  assent  to  them :''  and  yet  their  authority  is  received  by 
many  in  the  church  of  Rome  even  at  this  day.  But  it  is  to 
be  observed,  that  men  accept  them,  or  refuse  them,  not  ac- 
cording to  their  authority,  whidi,  in  all  the  first  fifty  at  least, 
is  equal:  but  if  they  be  for  their  interest,  then  they  are 
apostolical ;  if  against  them,  then  they  are  interpolated,  and 
apocryphal,  and  spurious,  and  heretical ;  as  it  hath  happened 
in  the  fifth  canpn,  and  the  eighty-fourth  and  eighty-fifth. 

But  this  is  yet  more  manifest,  if  we  p(»isider  what  Origen 
says*,  "  No.  man  ought,  for  the  confirmation  of  doctrines," 
or  opinions,  ^*  to  use  books  which  are  not  canonized  Scrip-, 
tures."  Now,  for  aught  appears  to  the  contrary,  many 
traditions  were  two  or  three  hundred  years  old  the  first  day 
they  were  born ;  and  it  is  not  easy  to  reckon  by  what  means 

*i  Cap.  29.  r  Orth.  Fide,  lib.  1 .  c.  18. 

*  A  pud  Gratian.  dist.  16.  c.  CanoDes. 
*  Tiact.  26,  in  Matt.    Oportet  cautd  consideiare,  ut  nee  omnia  secrets,  qua 
feruntuT  nomine  Sanctorum^  suscipiamus,  propter  Judeeos,  qui  fortcJ  ad  de- 
structionem  veritatis  Scnpturarum  nostrarum  qusdam  finxenint  con  firman- 
tes  dogmata  falsa ;  nee  omnia  adjiciamus,  quse  pertinent  ad  demonstiatibnem 
Scripturarum  nostrarum  :  magni  ergo  virl  est  audire  et  adimplei«  quod  dictum 
est,  *  Omnia  probate,  quod  bonum  est  tenete.*    Tamen  propter  eos  qui  non 
possunt,  quasi  Trapezitse,  inter  verba  discernere,  v6ra  habeantur  an  falsa,  et 
non  possunt  semetipsos  caut^^  servare,  ut  verum  quidem  teneant   apud  so, 
ab  omni  autem  specie  malsi  abstineant,  nemo  uti  debet,  ad  confirmationem 
dogmatum,  libris,  qui  sunt  extra  canoniaE«|ta3  Scripturas. 
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the  fathers  came,  or  might  come,  to  admit  many 'things  to  be 
•tradition ;  and  themselTes  werie  not  sure :  therefore,  they  made 
rules  of  their  conjecture,  presumptions,  and  sometimes  weak 
arguments.  It  will  be  much  more  hard  for  us  to  tell  which 
are  right  and  which  are  wrong, — ^who  have  nothing  but  their 
rules,  which  were  then  but  conjectural,  and  are  ance  proved  in 
many  instances  to  be  improbable. 

1.  Such  is  that  rule  of  St.  Austin",  **  Whatsoever  was 
anciently  received,  and  not  instituted  (so  far  as  men  looking 
back  may  observe)  by  posterity,  that  is,  not  decreed  by 
councils,  may  most  rightly  .be  belieVed  to  descend  from 
apostolical  tradition :''  that  is,  if  we  do  not  know  the  begin- 
ning of  a  universal  custom,  we  may  safely  conclude  it  to  be 
primitive  and  apostolic.  Which  kind  of  rule  is  something 
like  what  a  witty  gentleman  said  of  an  old  man  and  an  old 
woman  in  Ireland ;  that  if  they  should  agree  to  say  that  they 
were  Adam  and  Eve,  no  man  living  could  disprove  them. 
But  though  these  persons  are  so  old  that  no  man  remembers 
their  beginning,  and  though  a  custom  be  immemorial,  and 
hath  prevailed  far  and  long ;  yet  to  reduce  this  to  the  begin- 
ning of  things  may  be  presumed  by  him  that  hath  a  mind  to 
it,  but  can  never  convince  him  that  hath  not.  And  it  is 
certain,  this  rule  is  but  a  precarious  pitiful  presumption, 
since  every  ancient  custom  that  any  succeeding  age  hath  a 
mind  to  continue,  may,  for  the  credit  of  it,  and  the  igno- 
rance o(  the  original,  like  new  upstart  gentlemen,  be  enti- 
tuled  to  an  honourable  house.  "  Every  one  believes  the 
commandments  of  his  ancestors  to  be  traditions  apostolical,^ 
said  St.  Jerome : — and  that  these  came  in  by  private  autho- 
rity, and  yet  obtained  a  public  name,  we  have  competent 
warranty  from  Tertullian%  who  justifies  it  thus  far;  **  Do 
3rou  not  think  it  lawful  for  every  faithful  man  to  appoint 
whatever  he  thinks  may  please  God,  unto  discipline  and 
salvation  ?"  And,  "  From  whomsoever  the  tradition  comes, 
regard  not  the  author,  but  the  authority.''  And  St.  Irenaeus 
tells  y,  that  the  variety  of  keeping  lent,  which  puts  in  strongly 
also  to  be  an  apostolical  tradition,  began  among  his  an- 
cestors, "  who  did  not  accurately  observe  their  customs,  who. 


«  De  Baptis.  contr.  Donat.  lib.  iv.  c.  24,  et  c,  6. 
X  De  Corona  Milit.  c.  4.  i  Apud  Euseb.  lib.  c.  S6.  Gr.  24.  Lat. 
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by  A  certain  simplicity  or  private  authority,  appointed  any 
thmg  for  their  posterity.^  So  that  here  it  ib  apparent,  that 
every  private  man.  diat  was  of  an  ancient  standing  in  the 
churchy  might  introduce  customs  and  usages,  which  himself 
thought  pious.  And  next,  it  is  also  evident,  that  when  these 
customs,  derived  from  their  ancestors^  happened  to  continue 
in  a  lasting  use,  their  posterity  was  apt  to  call  them  tradiuoos 
apostolical :  according  to  TertuUian  *,  who  ccmfessed  this  very 
thing.  Thus  things  indifferent,  being  esteemed  useful  or 
pious,  became  customary,  and  then  came  for  reverence  into  a 
putative  and  usurped  authority :  but  they  who,  hskving  this 
wammg  from  the  very  persons  whence  the  mistake  comes,  will 
yet  swallow,  the  hook,  deserve  to  live  upon  air  and  fancy,  and 
to  chew  deceit. 

But  this  topic  of  pretended  traditi<xi  is  the  most  fallible 
thing  in  the  world ;  for  it  is  discovered  of  some  things,  that 
are  called  apostolical  tradition,  that  they  had  their  original 
of  being  so  esteemed  upon  the  authority  and  reputation  of 
one  man.  Some,  I  say,  have  been  so  discovered.  PapBB 
was  the  authw  of  the  millenary  opinion,  which  prevailed  for 
about  three  whole  ages ;  apd  that  so  universally,  that  Justin 
Martyr  said  it  was  believed  by  all  that  were  perfectly  or- 
thodox ;  and  yet  it  recurs  to  him  only  as  the  fountain  of  the 
tradition.  But  of  this  I  shall  say  no  more,  because  this 
instance  hath  been  by  others  examined  and  cleared.  The 
assumption,  of  the  Virgin  Mary  is  esteemed  a  traditicm  apos- 
tolical, but  it  can  derive  no  higher  than  St.  Austin  %  whose 
doctrine  alone  brought  into  the  church  the  veneration  of  the 
assumption;  which  St.  Jerome  yet  durst  not  be  confident  of. 
But  the  .tradition  1"  of  keeping  Easter  on  the  fourteenth  day 
of  the  moon,  derived  only  from  St.  Jdm  and  the  Asiatic 
bicdiops:  but  the  other  from  St.  Peter  and  St.  Paul  prevailed, 
though  it  had  no  greater  authmty.  But  the  communicating 
of  infants  prevailed  for  many  ages  in  the  west,  and  to  this 
day  in  the  east,  and  went  tor  an  apostolical  tradition ;  but 
the  fortune  of  it  is  changed,  and  it  now  passes  for  an  error: 

*  Lib.  de  CoronS  MilUis.  SI  legem  nuaquam  reperioj  sequitur  ui  tiaditio 
consuetQdini  morem  hunc  dederit,  habiturum  quandoque  apostoli  autoritatem 
ex  interpretatione  ration  is. 

*  Id  Serm.  de  Aaaumptione. 
^  Salmeron.  Tract.  51.  in  Rom.  5.  p.  468.  in  nisig. 
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and  St;  Jerome^  fliiidy  *  It  was  an  apostolical  tradition,  that  a 
priest  should  never  baptize  without  chrism ;'  but  of  this  w 
have  scarce  any  testimony  but  his  own.. 

But  besides  this^  there  was  in  the  beginning  of  Christianity 

some  apocryphal  books:  of  th^se^   Origen^  gave  great  cau«> 

tion ;  itnd  because  the  falsity  of  these  every  good  man  could 

not  discover,  therefore  he  charges  thqm,  that  they  should 

offer  to  prove '  no  o|»nion  from  any  books,  but  from  the 

canonical  Scriptures,  as  I  have  already  quoted  him ;  but  these 

were  very  busy  in  reporting  traditions.     The  book  of  Hermes 

seduced  St.  Clenlens  of  Alexandria  into  a  belief^  that  the 

apostles  preached  to  them  that  died  infidels,  and  Uien  raised 

them  to  life:   and  the  apocryphal  books,  under  the  title  of 

Peter  and   Paul,  make  him  believe  that  the  Greeks  were 

saved  by  their  philosophy :  and  the  Gospel  of  Nicodemus,  so 

fax  as  yet  appears^  was  author  of  the  pretended  tradition  of 

the  signing  with  the  s^  of  the  cross,  at  every  motion  of  the 

body ;  and  led  Tertullian,  and  St.  Basil,  and,  in  consequence^ 

the  diurches  of  succeeding  ages,  into  the  practice  of  it.     A 

little  thing  will  draw  on  a  willing  mind;  and  nothing  is  so 

credulous  as  piety  and  timorous  reli^on;  and  nothing  was 

more  fearful  to  displease  God,  apd  curious  to  please  him, 

than  the  primitive  Christians ;  and  every  thing  that  would 

invite  them  to  what  they  thought  pious,  was  sure  to  prevail; 

and  how  many  such  pretences  might  enter  in  at  this  wide  door^ 

every  man  can  easily  observe. 

Add  to  this,  that  the  world  is  not  agreed  about  the  com- 
petency of  the  testimony;,  or  what  is  sufficient  to  prove 
tradition  to  be-  apostolical.  Some  require  smd  allow  only 
the  tesdmcny  of  the  present  catholic  churchy  to  prove  a 
'  tradition :  which  way,  if  it  were  sufficient,  then  it.  is  certain^ 
that  many  things  which  the  primitive  fathers  and  diurches 
esteemed  tradition,  would  be  found  not  to  be  such ;  because, 
as  appears  in.  divers  instances  above  reckoned^  they  admitted 
many  traditions  which  the  present  church  rejects.  S.  If  this 
were  the  way,  then  truth  were  as  variable  as  time;  and 
there  could  be  no  degrees  of  credibility  in  testimony,  but  still 
the  present  were  to  carry  it;  that  is,  every  age  were  to  he^ 
lieve  themselves,  and  no  body  else.      And  the    reason   of 

^  S.  Hieiom.  dial.  adv.  Lucifer.  ^  Tract.  26.  in  Matt. 
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these  things  is  this,  because  some  things  have  in  some  ages 
been  universally  received,  in  others  universally  rejected.     I 
instance  in  the  state  of  saints  departed,  which  once  was  the 
opinion  of  some  whole  ages;    and  now  we  know  in   what 
ages  it  is  esteemed  an  error.     8.  The  communicating  infants, 
before  instanced  in,  was  the  practice  of  the  church  for  six 
hundred   years  together.     Now  all  that  while,  there  was  no 
apostolical  tradition  against  this  doctrine  and  practice,  or  at 
least  none  known  * :  for,  if  there  had,  these  ages  would  not 
have  admitted  this  doctrine:  but  if  there  were  no  tradition 
against  it  at  that  time,  there  is  none  now.     And,  indeed,  the 
testimony  of   the  present  church  cannot  be    useful  in  the 
question  of  tradition,  if  ever  there  was  any  age  or  number 
of  orthodox  and  learned  men,  that  were  against  it :  only  in 
a  negative  way  it  can  be  pretended ;  that  is,  if  there  was  no 
doctrine,  or  practice,  or  report  ever  to  the  contrary,  then 
they  that  have  a  mind  to  it,  may  suppose,  or  hope,  it  was 
apostolical ;  or,  at  least,  they  cannot  be  sure  that  it  was  not. 
But  this  way  can  never  be  useful  in  the  questions  of  Chris- 
tendom, because  in  them  there  is  father  against  son,  and 
son  against  father ;  Greeks  against  Latins :  and  their  minds 
differ  as  far  as  east  and  west ;  and  therefore  it  cannot  be  in 
our  late  questions,  that  there  was  never  any  thing  said  to  the 
contrary ;  but  if  there  was,  then  the  testimony  of  the  present 
church  is  not  sufficient  to  prove  the  tradition  to  be  catholic 
and  apostolic.     4.  If  the  testimony  of  the  present  church 
were  a  sure  record  of  tradition  apostolical,  then  it  is  because 
the  present  church  is  infallible ;  but  for  that,  there  is  neither 
Scripture  nor  tradition :  or,  if  there  were  for  its  infalhbility 
iii  matter  of  faith,  yet  there  is  none  for  its  infalhbility  in 
matter  <^  fact ;  and  such  is  the  tradition :  concerning  which 
the  question  only  is,  whether  such   a    thing    was    actually 
taught  by  an  apostle,  and  transmitted  down  by  the  hand  oi 
uninterrupted  succession  of  sees  and  churches :  *^  Antiquis- 
simum  quodque,  verissimum.^^    We  know  the  fountains  were 
pure ;  and  the  current,  by  how  much  the  nearer  it  is  to  the 
spring,  is  the  less  likely  to  be  corrupted.     And,  therefore,  it 
is  a  beginning  at  the  wrong  end,  to  say,  the  present  church 

«  Maldonat.  in  6  Job.  53.    Vide  etiam  EspencsBum  de  Adorat.  Eucharist, 
ib.  ii.  c.  18. 
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believes  this,  therefore  so  did  the  primitive:  but  let  it  be 
shown  that  the  primitive  did  believe  this ;  for  else  it  is  out- 
facing of  an  opponent ;  as  if  he  ought  to  be  ashamed  to  ques- 
tion whether  you  have  done  well,  or  no.  For,  if  that  question 
may  be  aisked,  it  must  be  submitted  to  trial,  and  it  must  be 
ainswered :  and  the  holding  the  opinion,  will  not  justify  the 
holding  it ;  that  must  be  done  by  something  else :  therefore, 
the  sampler  and  the  sampled  must  be  compared  together; 
and  it  will  be  an  ill  excuse,  if  a  servant,  who  delivers  a  spotted 
garment  to  his  Lord,  and  tells  him,  <<  Thus  it  was  delivered 
to  me,  for  thus  you  see  it  now.*^  If  he  can  prove  it  was  so 
at  first,  he  may  be  justified,  but  else  at  no  hand.  And  I  and 
all  the  world  will  be  strangely  to  seek  what  the  church  of 
Rome  means,  by  making  conformity  to  the  primitive  church, 
a  note  of  the  true  church ;  if  '  being  now  as  it  is  ^  be  the  rule 
for  what  it  ought  to  be :  fdr  if  so,  then  well  may  we  examine 
the  primitive  church  by  the  present,  but  not  the  present  by 
the  primitive.  5.  If  the  present  catholic  church  were  infal- 
lible, yet  we  were  not  much  the  near^,  unless  this  catholic 
church  could  be  consulted  with,  and  heard  to  speak;  nor 
then  neither,  unless  we  know  which  were  indeed  the  catholic 
church.  There  is  no  word  in  Scripture,  that  the  testimony 
of  the  present  church  is  the  infallible  way  of  proving  the  un- 
written word  of  God ;  and  there  is  no  tradition  that  it  is  so, 
that  I  ever  yet  heard  of;  and  it  is  impossible  it  should  be  so, 
because  the  present  church  of  several  ages  has  had  contrary 
traditions :  and  if  neither  be,  why  shall  we  believe  it  ?  if  there 
be,  Ic^  it  be  shown.  In  the  mean  time,  it  is  something  strange, 
that  the  infallibility  of  a  church  should  be  brought  to  prove 
every  particular  tradition :  and  yet  itself  be  one  of  those  par- 
ticular traditions  which  proves  itself. 

But  there  is  a  bett^  way:  Vincentius  Lirinensis^s  way, 
of  jud^ng  a  traditional  doctrine  to  be  apostolical  and  Divine, 
is,  *  the  consent  of  all  churches,  and  dl  ages.^.  It  is  some- 
thing less  than  St.  Austin'  requires,  ^^  ecdesiarum  cathbii- 
carum  quamplurimum  sequatur  (autoritatem),  inter  quas 
sane  illse  sunt,  quae  apostolicaa  sedes  habere,  et  cpistolas 
accipere  meruerunt.^  He  speaks  it  of  the  particular  of 
judging  what  books  are  canonical;  in  which,  as  tradition  is 
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the  way  to  judge,  so  the  mle  of  trinlitioa  is  *  the  consent  of 
iiK>st  of  the  catholic  churches;  partioulftrly,  those  places 
where  the  apostles  ^id  sit,  and  to  which  th^  apostles  did 
write.^  But  this  fancy  of  gt.  Austin  is  to  be  und^«tood  ms 
as  not  to  be  t^easMved  by  the  pvacti^,  but  by  tlie  doctrine 
of  thei  apostolical  churches*  Fcv*  that  at^y,  or  mpre  of  these 
churches  did,  c^  did  not  dQ  so,  ii  no  argument,  tluit  stfeb  9l 
custom  canie  from  the  apostles ;  or  if  it  did,  Iha^  it;  did  oblige 
SHf^^eeding  ifges:  uulesa  this  eustom  began  by  a  do^tiia^i 
and  that  the  tradition  oa^ae  from  the  apo^es^  with  a  decla- 
ration <^  its  perpetual  obtigaticm.  And  therefoire  thi^  is  qnXj 
of  use  in  matters  of  Hf^ceffiary  doctrine.  But  b^ecaus^  tjiere 
are,j  in  thi3  questiw,  vmniy  dicing  dj?g«^^  of  ftntbprity ;  he 
says  that  ouir  aas^t  is  to  be  givei^  {^((^lEMrdiiigly ;  '^  The«e 
which  arc^  received  c^  all  tt)&  c^tbidie.  ehufobes,  ag^  tQ  h^ 
fwr^leirv^  before  those  whiph  «i^  noH  revived  bx  a)l|  ais^  of 
tbese»  tho^  an^  tipi  be  p;!i^erf^,  whic^  hav^  th^  mof^  ^»4 
th^  gray^  testimony  i  bu%  if  it  should  happen,  whiob  ^f^t  is 
ao^,  that  »>me  «e  wito^^sad  by  th^  Wkor^  ^^  qf^?  ty 
thQ  grtv^,  1^  thei  as^Qt  be  9QU»l/'*^This»  i<*4ec^  i^  *  good 
way  to  know  nothing;  for  if  one  apostolical  d»u«^  diS^ 
fr<»tt  another  isi  a  doetrioal  traditii«^  no  maob  om.  teU,  wkm 
to  foUoWi  for  diey  are  of  equal  aothoritg^i  a^d  voAiog  caa 
be  thenee  proved,  but  that  oral  tradilion  ia  aa  U»fi»?taift  wvqr 
of  conveyidag  a  dQefcrim^.  But  y^  tbia  way  of  ^t,  Austin  is 
of  great  and  approved  use>  in  the  knoiwiag  what  boplis  ait 
ca^Minieal ;  and  in  these  tUnga  it  «an  he  had»  ip.  sofm  moi^ 
in  some  less,  in  all  mcHe  than  «aa  ba  said  agajast  it :  and 
there  is  ncdking  in  suceeediaig  timesi  to  give  %  Qha^k  lo  our 
assent  in  their  d^ees^.becauae  the  loiiger  the  pugcossi^ 
runs,  still  the  more  the  chucoh  waa  estabUalked  iA.it,  P#  y^ 
ponoeming  those  books  of  Scrifiifture^  q£  ^t^h  it  waa  hag 
doubted  m  the  chvivdx,  whelh^  they  weee  pwrt  of  the  a|^ 
toUcal  canon  of  Scripture;  there  ought  to  bd  IH>  pKel^B<^i 
that  they  w^e  delivered  for  suda  hy  ^  apostlf^  at  l^ast  aol 
by  those  chi^dies,  who  doubted  oi  them:  .unki^  they-  will 
confess,  that  eiiher  th^  churches  were  not  JoniiKl^  by  m 
apostle;  or  that  the  apostle,  who  founded  tb&BEii  waa  not 
faithful  in.  his  gffiee,.in  transmitting  aH  that  waajoeo^flswy^ 
or  else  that  those  books,  particularly  the  epistle  to  the 
Hebrews,  &c,  were  no  necessary  part  of  A'e  canon  of  Scrip- 
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ture ;  or  ekie,  lastly,  that  that  church  was  no  faithful  keeper 
of  the   tradition  which  came  from  the  apostle.     All  which 
tbingS)  because  thej  will  be  denied  by  the  church  of  Rome 
.eopceming   thansehes,    the  consequent  will  be,  tbat  tradi- 
tion is  an  uncertiiin  thing ;  and,  if  it  cannot  be  entire  an4 
fuU  in  assigning  th^  canon  of  Sisripture,  it  is  b^^y  to  be 
truatad  for  any  thong  else  which  consis^ts  of  words  subject 
to  diyens  intorpretatioos*     But  in  other  things,  it  may  bc^ 
.die  ease ia  not.so;  tat  we  find  that  in  divers  particulars,  tp 
pifo?e  a  pomt  to  be  a  tcaditioa  apostolical,  use  is  saode  of  the 
teatinioay  rf    tbo  three  first  ages.     Indeed^  these  are .  th^ 
likeliest  to  know ;  but  yet  they  haire  told  us  of  some  things  tp 
be  tivdittans,  which  we  have  no  csason  to  fadiere  to  be  such. 
Only  thus  £nr  diey  are  usefvd;  if  they  never  reported  a  doo^ 
lni0,itis.the  less  likely  to  descend  from  the  apostles;  and 
if  the  order  of  aucoesinon  be  broken  any  where*   the  suqf- 
caedtttg  ages  can  never  be  surer.     If  they  9pe9k  against  a 
doctrine,,   aa  for  example   against  the  hal£*eommui}ion,  we 
sve  sure,  it  waa no  tiaditioBi  apostolical^  if  they  speak  not  s| 
idl  of  it,,  we  [can  never  prove  the  tradition;  for  il  may  hav^ 
oone  kt  sinee  .^twli  time,   and  yet  ocmie  to  be  thoughH^  or 
ci^ked  ^  traditioii  i^iostolieal^  firom  odbter  causes^  of  whidi  I 
havm  given  acoount.    And,  indeed,  Hhsaa  is  no  seeudty  su£^ 
£cieiit,  hv^  that  wtieh  oan  never  be  had;    a&d  that  is,  the 
mtfrersalv  positive  testimony  of  aU  the^  dmrdi  of    Christy 
which  he  that  looks  for  In  the  disputed  tmditioDS,  |H^tended 
hy  the  dhurdi  of  Bxyme,  may  look  as  Icmg  as  the  #ews  do  tof 
ibm  wR«g  Messiaa.    So  muc^i  as  this  is,  can  never  be  had  { 
and  less  than  tlds  will  never  do  it.     I  will  give  one  ccKisit 
deciabie  inatanoe  of  this  affiiir :    ^*  The  patiooa  of  the  (pinion 
of  the  imnaeulale  eenception  of  the  Messed   Vii^rQiotherf 
'a&ege,'that  they  have  the  consent  of  almost  the .  ujpiv^sa| 
churds  and  the  agreeing  sentenees  of  all  universHies^  espe* 
dally  of  the  chief,  that  is,  oi  Paris ;  where  no  man  i»  admitt^ 
to  be  master  in  thecdogy,  unless  he  binds  himself  by  oath  to 
laaintidu  that  doctrine.     They  allege,  that  since  thia  questsoi^ 
began:  to  be  disputed,  almost  all  the  masters  in  theology,  all 
the  freaifkiGts  of  the  word  of  God,  all  kings  and  princes, 
rqiublics  and  peof^,  all  pqMS  and  pastors,,  and  religions, 
except  a  part  of  one,  consent   in  this  doctrine.     They  say, 
that  of  those  authors,  which  are  by  the  other  side  pretended 
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against  it,  some  are  falsely  cited,  others  are  wrested  and 
l)roagfat  in  against  their  wills;  some  are  scarce  worth  the 
remembering,  and  are  of  an  obsolete  and  worn-out  autho- 
xity.*'  Now  if  these  men  say  true,  then  they  prove  a  tra- 
dition, or  else  nothing  will  prove  it  but  a  consent  absolutely 
universal,  which  is  not  to  be  had.  For,  on  the  other  side; 
<^  They  that  speak  against  the  immaculate  conception  of 
the  blessed  Virgin,  particularly  cardinal  Cajetan,  bring,  as  he 
tays,  the  irrefragable  testimony  of  fifteen  fathersr  against  it: 
ethers  bring  no  less  than  two  hundred;  and  Bandellus  brings 
in  almost  three  hundred :"  and  that  will  go  a  great  way 
to  prove  a  tradition.  But  that  this  also  is  not  siiffici^dt,  see 
what  the  other  side  say  to  this.  <<  They  say,  that  Sdolius,  and 
Holcot,  and  Ubertinus  de  Casalis,  and  the  old  definiti€«i  of  the 
university  of  Paris,  and  St.  Ambrose,  and  St.  Austin,  are 
lirought  in  falsely  or  violoitly;  and  if  they  were  not,  yet 
they  say,  it  is  an  illiteral  disputation,  and  not  far  from  so* 
phistry,  to  proceed  in  this  way  of  arguing:  for  it  happens 
sometimes  that  a  multitude  of  opiners  proceed  only  ftom 
one  famous  doctor ;  and  that  when  the  Donatiats  did  glory 
in  the  multitude  of  authors,  St.  Austin  answered j  that  it  was 
a  sign  liie  cause  wanted  truth,  when  it  endeavbuisd  to  rely 
alone  upon  the  authority  of  many ;  and  that  it  was  not  fit 
to  relate  the  soitiment  of  St.  Bernard,  Bonaventufe^  Thomas, 
and  other  devotees  of  the  blessed  Virgin)  as  if  they  were 
most  likely  to  know  her  privileges,  and  therefoire  would  not 
have  denied  this  of  the  immaculate  conception,  if  it  had  been 
her  due.  For  she  hath  many  devout  servants  the  worU 
knows  not  of;  and  Elisha,  though  he  had  the  spirit  of  £li«i 
doubled  upon  him,  yet  said,  <  Dominus  celavit  k  me,  et  non 
indicavit  mihi  ;*  ^and  when  Elias  complained  he  was  Left  alone, 
God  said  he  had  seven  thousand  mcHre.  And  the  apostles 
did  net  know  all  things ;  and  St  Peter  walked  not  according 
to  the  tnith  of  the  Grospel ;  and  St.  Cyprian  erred  in  the 
point  of  vebaptizing  heretics.  For  God  had  not  given  all 
things  !unto  all  persons,  that  every  age  may  have  proper 
truths  of  its  own,  which  the  former  age  knew  not.""— Thus 
jBalmeron^  discourses,  and  this  is  the  way  of  many  others 
fnore  dBf^inent ;   who  make  use  of  autliority  and   antiquity 

?  Salmeron,  diap.  51.  in  Roo!.  V. 
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when  it  serves  their  turn ;  and  when  it  does  not,  it  is  of  no  use, 
and  of  no  value. 

But  if  these  things  be  thus,  then  how  shall  tradition  be 
proved  ?  If  the  Uttle  remnant  of  the  Dominican  party,  which 
are  against  the  immaculate  conception,  should  chance  to  be 
brought  off  from  their  opinion  (as,  if  the  rest  of  the  other, 
orders,  and  many  of  this  be  akeady,  it  is  no  hard  thing  to 
conjecture,  that  the  rest  may),  and  that  the.  whole  church,  as 
they  will  then  call  it,  be  of  one  mind,  shall  it  then  be  reason-* 
able  to  conclude,  that  then  this  doctrine  was  and  is  an  apos^ 
toUcal  tradition ;  when,  as  yet,  we  know  and  dare  say,  it  is 
not  ?  That  is  the  case,  and  that  is  the  new  doctrine :  but 
how  impossible  it  is  to  be  true,  and  how  little  reason  there 
is  in  it,  is  now  too  apparent.  I  see  that  vowing  to  saints  is 
now  at  Bome  accounted  an  apostolical  doctrine :  but  with  what 
confidence  can  any  Jesuit  tell  me  that  it  is  so  when  by  the 
confession  of  their  chief  parties  it  came  in  later  than  the 
fountains  df  apostolical  doctrines  P  *^  When  the  Scriptures 
were  written,  the  use  of  vowing  to  saints  was  not  begun,^ 
saith  Bellarmine  ^ ;  and  cardinal  Perron '  confesses,  that  in 
the  authors  more  near  to  the  apostolical  age,  no  footsteps  of 
tliis  custom  can  be  found.  Where  then  is  the  traditioit 
apostolical?  or  can  the  aflSrmation  of  the  present  church 
make  it  so  ?  To  make  a  new  thing  is  easy,  but  no  man  can 
make  an  old  thing. 

The  consequence  of  these  things  is  this :  all  the  doctrines 
of  faith  and  good  life  are  contained  and  expressed  in  the 
plain  places  of  Scripture ;  and  besides  it,  there  are  and  there 
can  be  no  articles  of  faith :  and,  therefore,  they  who  introduce 
other  articles,  and  upon  other  principles,  introduce  a  faith 
unknown  to  the  apostles  and  the  fathers  of  the  church.  And 
that  the  church  of  Bome  does  this,  I  shall  manifest  in  the 
following  discourses. 

h  De  Caltu  Sanct.  lib.  iii.  c.  9.  Sect.  Praetereat. 
'  Contre  le  Roi  Jacques. 
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SECTION  IV. 

There  i$  nothing  of  necessity  to  be  believed^  which  the 
upostolical  Churches  did  not  believe* 

In  the  first  part  of  ^  the  Dissuasive/  it  was  said,  that  the 
two  testaments  are  the  fountains  of  faith :  and  whatsoever 
(viz.  as  belonging  to  the  faith,)  came  in  after  these  ^  foris  est/ 
'  is  to  be  cast  out  f  it  belongs  not  to  Christ :  and  now,  t  sup- 
pose, what  was  then  said  is  fully  verified.  And  the  church 
of  Rome,  obtruding  many  propositions  upon  the  belief  of  the 
church,  which  are  not  in  Scripture,  and  of  which  they  can 
never  show  any  universal  or  apostolical  triadxtion,  urging 
those  upon  pain  of  damnation,  imposing  an  absolute  neces- 
sity of  believing  such  points,  which  were  either  denied  by 
the  primitive  church,  or  were  counted  but  indifferent,  and 
matters  of  opinion,  hath  disordered  the  Christian  religion, 
and  made  it  to-day  a  new  thing,  and  unlike  the  great  and 
glorious  founder  of  it,  who  "  is  the  same  yesterday,  and 
to-day,  and  for  ever.'^  The  charge  here  then  is  double: 
they  have  made  new  necessities,  and  they  have  made  new 
articles. 

I  choose  to  speak  first  of  their  t3a*ann]cal  manner  of  imposing 
l}ieir  articles;  viz.  every  thing  under  pain  of  damnation: 
the  other  of  the  new  matter,  is  the  subject  of  the  following 
sections. 

First  then,  I  allege  that  the  primitive  church,  being  taught 
by  Scripture  and  the  e:xamples  apostolical,  affirmed  but  few 
things  to  be  necessary  to  salvation.  They  believed  the 
whole  Scriptures;  everything  they  had  learned  there,  they 
equally  believed :  but  because  every  thing  was  not  of  equal 
necessity  to  be  believed,  they  did  not  equally  learn  and 
teach  all  that  was  in  Scripture.  But  the  apostles,  say  some,— 
others  say,  that  immediately  after  them  the  church,— did  agree 
upon  a  creed,  a  symbol  of  articles  which  were,  in  the  whole, 
the  foundation  of  faith,  the  ground  of  the  Christian  hope; 
and  that,  upon  which  charity,  or  good  life,  was  to  be  built. 
There  were  in  Scripture  many  creeds ;  the  Grentiles'  creed, 
Martha^s  creed,  the  Eunuch's  creed,  St.  Peter's  creed,  St. 
Paul's  creed ;  «  to  believe  that  God  is,  and  that  he  is  the 
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rewarder  of  them  that  seek  him  diligently '  :^  <*  to  believe  ^ 
atmt  Jesus  Christ  is  the  Son  of  the  iiying  God,^^  that  *^  Jesus 
is  come  in  the  flesh*' ;^^  that  he  ^^  rose  again  from  the  dead  ;'* 
these  <2!6tifliS6iltt!S  vpere  th&  occasions  of  admirable  effects; 
by  the  first  the  Grentiles  come  to  Gk)d;  by  the  following, 
blessedntSs  is  declared,  saltation  is  promised  to  him  that 
brieves;  and  to  him  that  cimfesses  this,  <<  God  will  come 
imd  dweU  in  him^  and  he  shall  dwell  in  Grod  C  and  this  ^^  belief 
is  the  #nd  of  writing  the  Gospel,^  as,  having  life  through 
Christ,  is  die  ^d  of  this  beli^:  and  all  this  is  more  fully 
explicated  by  St.  PauPs  creed ;  "  This  is  the  word  of  ftdth 
which  we  preach,  that  if  thou  shalt  confess  with  thy  mouth 
the  Lord  Jesus,  atid  shalt  believe  in  thine  heart,  that  God 
hath  ndsed  him  from  the  dead,  thou  shalt  be  saved  ^.^  This 
is  **  ih4  word  of  faith ;"  which  if  we  confess  with  our  mouths, 
and  entertain  and  believe  in  our  heart;  that  is,  do  live  ac- 
cording to  it,  We  shall  certainly  be  saved.  If  we  acknow- 
ledge Christ  to  be  our  Lord,  that  is^  our  lawgiver,  and  our 
Saviotar^  to  rescue  us  from  our  sins  and  their  just  consequents, 
we  have  all  faith ;  and  nothing  else  can  be  the  foundation,' 
but  such  artides  which  are  the  confession  of  those  two  truths, 
Christ  Jesus  *  our  Lord/  Christ  Jesus  *  our  Saviour ;'  that  by 
faith  we  be  brought  unto  obedience  and  love;  and  by  this 
love  we  be  brought  to  Christ,  and  by  Christ  unto  God; 
this  is  the  whole  complexion  of  the  Christian  faith,  the  eco- 
nomy of  our  salvation*  There  are  many  other-  doctrines  of 
Christimiity  of  admirable  use,  and  fitted  to  great  purposes 
of  knowledge  and  government ;  but  "  the  word  of  faith ^"^  (as 
St%  Paul*  ciJis  it),  that  which  the  apostles  preached,  viz.  to 
idl^  and  as  of  particular  remark,  and  universal  efficacy,  and 
absolute  suffidency  to  salvation,  is  that  which  is  described 
by  himself  in  those  few  words  now  quoted ;  "  Other  founda- 
tion than  this,  no  man  can  lay,  that  is,  Jesus  Christ  '.^^  Every 
thuig  else  is  but  a  superstructure ;  and  though  it  may,  if  it 
be  good,  be  of  advantage ;  yet  if  it  be  amiss,  so  the  founda- 
t]«n  be  kept,  it  will  only  be  matter  of  loss  and  detriment, 

*  Matt.  xvi.  16.  Heb,  xi.  6. 

1  ;^dbn,iv.  2.&  15.    John,  xx   S1.&  xi.  27, 
d  Rom.  X.  8.   Malt.  x.  32.    Marc.  viii.  38.    Luc.  ix.  26.  &  xU.  8.     2  Tim. 
ii.  12.    A]pOcaI.  iii.  5. 

«Rom.x.8.  '  1  Cor.  iii.  II. 
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but  consistent  with  salvation.  And  thereCrare  St.Paul*  ju<Jged, 
that  he  would  "  know  nothing  but  Jesus  Christ  and  Him  cru- 
cified.'' And  this  is  the  sum  total  of  all;  —  this  is  the 
Gospel : — so  St.  Paul*  most  fully;  "  I  declare  unto  you  the 
Gospel  which  I  preached  unto  you,  whidi  also  ye  have  re- 
ceived, and  wherein  ye  stand,  by  which  also  ye  are  saved, 
if  ye  keep  in  memory  what  I  have  preached  unto  you,  unless 
ye  have  believed  in  vain:''  and  what  is  this  Goapel,  this  word 
«  preached  and  received,'  that  *  by  which  ye  stand,^  and  that 

*  by  which  we  are  saved  ?'  It  is  nothing  but  this,  "  I  delivered 
unto  you  first  of  all  that  which  I  received,  how  that  Christ 
died  for  our  sins  according  to  the  Scriptures,  and  that  he 
was  buried,  and  that  he  rose  iagain  the  third  day,  according 
to  the  Scriptures." — This  was  the  *  traditum,'  the  '  depositum,' 
this  was  rfie  *  evangelium ;'  Christ  died :  "  he  died  for  our 
^s,  and  he  rose  again  for  us ;"  and  this  being  the  great 
tradition  by  which  they  tried  the  spirits,  yet.  it  was  laid,  up 
in  Scriptures.  That  Christ  died,  was  acccnrding  to  the  Scrip- 
tures; that  he  rose  again,  was  according  to  the  Scriptures; 
and  that  St.  Paul  twice,  and  that  so  immediately,  remarks 
this,  is  not  without  mystery ;  but  it  can  imply  to  us  nothing 
but  this,  that  our  whole  faith  is  laid  up  in  the  Scriptures; 
and  this  faith  is  perfected,  as  to  the  essentiality  of  it,  in  the 
death  and  resurrection  of  Christ;  as  being  the  whole  eco- 
nomy of  our  pardon  and  justification.  And  it  is  yet  further 
remarkable,  that  when  St  Paul,  as  he  often  does,  renews 
and  repeats  this  Christian  x^reed;  he  calls  upon  us  not  to  be 
wise  ^  above  what  is  written ;  and  to  be  wise  unto  sobriety. 
Which  he  afterwards  expounding,  says;  ^^  He  that  prophe- 
sies, let  him  do  it  according  tp  the  proportion  of  faith ;"  that 
is,  if  he  will  enlarge  himself  he  may^  and  prophesy  greatly; 
but  still  to  keep  himself  to  the.  analogy  of  faith;  not  to  go 
beyond  that,  not  to  be  wiser  than  that  .measure  of  sobriety. 
And  if  we  observe  the  three  sermons  of  St.  Peter,  the  sermon 
of  St.  Philip  and  St.  Silas,  the  sermons  of  St.  Paul  ottesa 
preached  in  the  synagogues;  they  were  all  but  this*^:  that 

*  Jesus  Christ  is  the  Son  of  God;'  that  *  he  is  the  Lord  of 

1  Cor.  ii.  2.  g  1  Cor.  xv.  8, 4. 

^  1  Cor.  iv.  6.    Rom.  xii.  S,  *  Rom.  xii.  6. 

^  Acts,  ii.  24,  &  iii.  12.  Acls^  viii.  12,  37,  58.  Acts,  ix.  20.  &  xrii,  2.  &  J^n* 
Sl.&xvii.2,  18,  20,  31, 
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all  r  that  '  he  is  the  Christ  of  God,'  that  ^  God  anoiDted 
him,^  that  ^  he  was  crucified,  and  raised  again  from  the  dead;^ 
and  that '  repentance  and  remission  of  sins  was  to  be  preached 
in  his  name/ 

But  as  the  spirit  of  God  did  purpose  for  ever  with  strict- 
ness to  retain  the  inmplicity  of  faith,  so  also  he  was  pleased 
so  far  to  descant  upon  the  plain  ground,  as  to.  make  the 
mystery  of  godliness  to  be  clearly  understood  by  all  men. 
And,  therefore,  that  we  might  see  it  necessary  to  believe 
in  Jesus,  it  was  necessary  we  should  understand  he  was  a 
person  to  be  relied  upon,  that  he  was  infinitely  credible, 
powerful,  and  wise,  just^  and  holy;  and  that  we  might 
perceive  it  necessary  and  profitable  to  obey  him,  it  was  fit 
we  understood  why ;  that  is,  what  good  would  follow  him 
that  is  obedient,  and  what  evil  to  the  refractory.  This  was 
all;  and  this,  indeed,  was  the  necessary  appendage  of  the 
simple  and  pure  word  of  faith;  and  this  the  apostles 
drew  into  a  symbol,  and  particular  minute  of  articles. 
Now,  although  the  first  was  sufficient;  yet,  they, — knpw- 
ing  it  was  fit  we  should  uQderstand  this  simplicity,  with 
the  investiture  of  some  circumstances;  and  yet,  knowing 
that  it  was  not  fit  the  simplicity  of  faith  should:  be 
troubled  with  new  matter,— were  pleased  to  draw  the  whole 
into  a  scheme,  sufficient  and  intelligible,  but  nothing  per- 
plexed, nothing  impertinent :  and  this  the  church  hath  called 
the  apostles^  creed ;  which  contains  all  that  which  is  necessary 
to  be  inquired  after,  and  believed  by  a  universal  and  prime 
necessity. 

True  it  is,  other  things  may  become  necessary,  .by  acd- 
dent,  and  collateral  obligations;  and  if  we  come  to  know 
what  Grod,  in  the  abundance  of  his  wisdom  and  goodness, 
hath  spoken  to  mankind,  we  are  bound  to  believe  it:  but 
the  case  is  different.  Many  things  may  be  necessary  to 
be  believed,  that  we  may  acknowledge  God's  veracity ;  and 
so  also  many  dungs  are  necessary  to  be  dcxie,  in  obedience 
to  the  empire  and  dictates  of  the  conscience,  which  often- 
times hath  authority,  when  she  hath  no  reason;  and. is  a 
peremptory  judge,  when  she  is  no  wise  counsellor.  But 
though  these  things  are  true,  yet  nothing  is  a  necessary 
article  of  faith,  but  that  which  ministers,  necessarily,  to  the 
great  designs  of  the  gospel,  that  is,  a  life  conformable  to 
God,  a  God-like  life,  and  an  imitation  of  the  Holy  Jesus. 
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To  beikve,  and  to  have  faith  in  the  evangelical  sense,  are 
tfaingB  Tery  different.  Eyery  man  is  bound  to  have  faith  in 
all  the  proper  objects  of  it.  But  onlj  some  men  are  bound 
to  believe  truths^  which  are  liot  matters  of  faith.  This  obliges 
upon  supposition  <£  a  n^ifest  discovery,  whidi  may,  or  may 
not  happen ;  but  in  the  other  case  we  are  bound  to  inquire ; 
and  aU  of  us  must  be  instructed,  and^eveiy  man  must  assent: 
and  without  this  we  cannot  be  Christ's  disciples;  we  are 
rebds,  if  we  oppose  the  other,  and  no  good  man  can  or 
does. 

For  if  he  be  satisfied,  that  it  is  the  word  and  mind  of 
God,  he  must  and  will  believe  it*;  he  cannot  choose;  and 
if  he  will  not  confess  it,  when  he  thinks  God  bids  him,  or 
if  he  opposes  it  when  he  thinks  God  speaks  it,  he  is  malicious 
and  a  villain ;  but  if  he  does  not  believe  God  siud  it,  then 
he  must  answer  for  more  than  he  knows,  or  than  he  ought 
to  believe,  that  is,  the  articles  of  faith:  but  we  ate  not 
subjects  or  children,  unless  we  consent  to  these.  The  other 
cannot  come  into  the  common  accounts  of  mankind,  but  as 
a  man  may  become  a  law  unto  himself,  by  a  confident,  an 
unnecessary,  and  even  a  false  persuasion  ("because,  even  an 
erring  conscience  can  bind),  so  much  more  can  God  become 
a  law  unto  us,  when  we,  by  any  accident,  come  into  the 
knowledge  of  any  revelation  from  God :  but  these  are  not  the 
Christian  faith,  in  the  strict  and  proper  sense ;  that  is^  these 
are  not  the  foundation  of  our  religion ;  many  a  man  is  a  good 
Christian  without  them,  and  goes  to  heaven,  though  he 
know  nothing  of  them ;  but  without  these,  no  Christian  can 
be  saved. 

Now,  then,  the  apostles,  the  founders  of  Christianity, 
knowing  the  nature,  design,  efficacy,  and  purpose  of  the 
articles  of  faith,  selected  such  propositions,  which  in  con- 
junction did  integrate  our  faith,  and  were  therefore  necessary 
to  be  believed  unto  salvation;  not  because  these  articles 
were,  for  themselves,  commanded  to  be  beKeved ;  but  because, 
without  the  bdief  of  them,  we  could  not  obtain  the  purposes 
and  designs  of  faith ;  that  is,  we  could  not  be  enabled  to 
serve  God,  to  destroy  the  whole  body  of  sin,  to  be  partakers 
of  the  divine  nature.  This  collect  or  symbol  of  propositaons 
is  that  which  we  call  the  apostles^  creed,  which  I  shall 
endeavour  to  prove,  to  have  been  always  in  the  primitive 
churchy  esteemed  a  full  and  perfect  digest  of  all  the  necessary 
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and  AindAmental  articles  of  Christian  religion:  and  that  beyond 
this,  the  Christian  faith,  or  the  foundation^  was  not  to  be  ex« 
tended  $  but  this,  as  it  was  in  the  whole  complexion  necessaryi 
so  it  was  sufficient  for  all  men  unto  salvation. 

St.  Paul  gave  us  the  fitst  formal  intimation  of  this 
measure,  in  his  advices  to  St.  Timothy »:  «  Hold  fest  the 
fbrm  of  sound  words,  which  thou  hart  heard  of  me,  in  faith 
and  love,  which  is  in  Christ  Jesus.  That  good  thing  whidi 
was  committed  unto  thee,  keep  by  the  Holy  Ghost,  which 
dweUeth  in  us."  This  was  the  <  depontum,*  that  St.  Paul 
left  with  Timothy ;  the  *  hypotypons*  or  summary  of  Chris- 
tian belief^  the  Christian  creed,  which  St.  Paul  opposes  to 
the  **  profime  new  talkings,*'  and  the  **  disputations**'  of 
pretended  learning'^;  meaning,  that  this  symbol  of  faith  is 
the  thing  on  which  all  Chiistians  are  to  rely,  and  this  is  the 
measure  of  their  faith ;  other  things,  it  is  odds,  but  they 
are  babblings,  and  profane  quarrelling,  and  unedifying  argu* 
mentations.  St.  Ignatius  recites  the  substance  of  this 
creed,  in  four  of  the  episties  usually  attributed  to  himn,  some 
of  which  are  witnessed  by  Eusebius  and  St.  Jerome ;  and 
adds,  iat  the  end  of  it,  this  epiphonema;  ^*  Haec  qui  plan^ 
cogn6rit  et  crediderit,  beatus  est."  And  St.  Ireneeus^,  reci- 
ting the  same  creed,  or  form  of  words,  differing  only  in  order 
of  placing  them,  but  justly  the  same  articles  and  foundation 
of  faith,  affirms  that  this  is  **  the  faith  which  the  Catholic 
diiirch,  to  the  very  enda  of  the  earth,  hath  received  from 
the  apostles  and  their  disciples.^  And  this  is  that  tradition 
apostolical,  of  which  the  churches  of  old  did  so  much  glory^ 
and  to  which,  with  so  much  confidence  they  appealed,  and 
by  which  they  provoked  the  heretics  to  trial.  **  This  preach«- 
ingt"^  and  tMs  faith,  when  the  church  scattered  oVer  the  fhce 
of  the  world  had  received,  she  keeps  diligently,  as  dwelling 
in  one  house ;  and  bdieves,  as  having  one  soul  and  one 
heart;  and  preaches  and  teaches,  and  delivers  these  things, 
as  possessing  one  mouth.  For,  althqugh  there  ate  divers 
speeches  in  the  world,  yet  the  force  of  the  tradition  is  one 
and  the  same.    Neither  do  the  churches  founded  in  Germany 

«2Tim.  i.  18.  m  1  Tim.  vi.  20. 

"^  Epist.  iii.  ad  Magnei.  et  ▼•  ad  Philipp.  et  vli»  ad  8niyrnent»  ef  zi.  ad 

Ephesios. 

^  S.  Iienieus,  lib.  i.  cap.  2.  '  Et  cap.  3w 


460  WHAT  THINGS  NECESSARY 

bdieve  otherwise,  <  aut  aliter  traduoV  ^  o'  ^'^^  ^^7  other 
tradition;'  nor  the  Iberian  churches,   or  those  among  the 
Celtae,  nor  the  churches  in  the  east,  in  Egypt,  or  in  Libya, 
nor  those  which  are  in  the  midst  of  the  world."    But  he 
adds,  that  this  is  not  only  for  the  ignorant,  the  idiots  or 
catechumeni ;  but  ^'  neither  he  who  is  most  eloquent  among 
the  bishops,  can  say  any  other  things  than  these;  for  no 
man  is  above  his  master :  neither  hath  he  that  is  the  lowest 
in  speaking,  lessened  the  tradition ;  for  the  faith  is  one  and 
the  same:  he  that  can  speak  much,  can  speak  no  more; 
and  he  that  speaks  little,  says  no  less.^    This  areed  alao 
he  recites  again,  affirming,  that  even  those  nations,  who  had 
not  yet  received  the  books  of  the  apostles  and  evangelists, 
yet  by  this  confession  and  this  creed  did  ^  please  God,  and 
were  most  wise  through  faith  ^;'  for  this  is  that  which  be 
calls,  the  ^^  tradition  of  the  truth ;"  that  is,  of  that  truth 
which  the  aposdes  taught  the  church;  and  by  the  actual 
retention  of  which  truth  it  is,  that  the  church  is  rightly 
called,  <<  the  pillar  and  ground  of  truth,'^  by  St.  Paul ;  and 
m  relation  to  this,  St.  Irenseus  reckoned  it  to  be  all  one'; 
<^  extra  veritatem,  id  est,  extra  ecclesiam."    Upon  this  collect 
of  truths  the  church  was  founded,  and  upon  this  it  was  built 
up;  and  in  this,  all  the  apostolical  churches  did  hope  for  life 
eternal;  and  by  this  they  opposed  all  schisms  and  heresies;  as 
knowing  what  their  and  our  great  Master  himself  said  in  his 
last  sermon,  ^<  This  is  life  eternal  to  know  thee  the  only  true 
Grod,  and  Jesus  Christ*  whom  thou  hast  sent." 

This,  also,  is  most  largely  taught  by  Tertu]lian%  who, 
when  he  had  recited  the  apostolical  creed,  in  the  words  and 
form  the  church  then  used  it,  calls  it  the  <<  Rule  of  fiuth  C 
he  affirms,  ,"  this  rule  to  have  been  instituted  by  Christ ;''  he 
affirms,  that  ^*  it  admits  of  no  questions;  and  hath  none 
but  those  which  the  heresies  brought  in,  and  which  indeed 
make  heretics."  ^^  But  this  form  remaining  in  its  order, 
you  may  seek  and  handle,  and  pour  out  all  the  desires  of 
curiosity,  if  any  thing  seems  ambiguous  or  obscure,  in  case 
any  brother  be  a  doctor  endued  with  the  grace  of  knowledge; 
but  be  curious  with  yourself,   and  seek  with  yourself:  but 

4  Lib.  iii.  cap.  4.  Propter  fidem  per  quam  aapientiasimi  sunt. 

'  Lib.  iv.  cap.  62.  ■  John,  xvii.  ». 

« Tertul.  de  preeacript.  adv.  h^eiet.  p.  1$  Qt  1|. 
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ftt  length,  it  is  better  for  you  to  be  ignorant,  lest  you  come 
to  know  what  ye  ought  not;  for  you  already  know  what  ye 
ought.  Faith  consists  in  the  rule.  ^'  To  know-nothing  beyond 
this,  is  to  know  all  things.^  To  the  same  purpose  he  affirms^, 
that  *'  this  rule  is  unalterable,  is  immovable,  and  irreformable ; 
it  is  the  rule  of  faith,  and  it  is  one,  unchangeably  the  same :" 
which,  when  he  had  said,  he  again  recites  the  apostles^  creed ; 
he  calls  it  **  Ic^em  fidei  :^  '^  this  law  of  faith  remaining ;  in 
other  things  of  discipline  and  conversation,  the  grace  of 
€k)d  may  thrust  us  forward,  and  they  may  be  corrected 
and  renewed.^*  But  the  faith  cannot  be  altered,  there  is 
nathor  more  nor  less  in  that.  And  it  is  of  great  remark 
what  account  Tertullian  gives  ci  the  state  of  all  the  catholic 
diurchess,  and  particularly  of  the  church  of  Rome  in  his 
time.  '<  That  church  is  in  a  happy  state,  into  which  the 
apostles,  with  their  blood,  poured  forth  all  their  doctrine  :  let 
us  see  what  she  said,  what  she  taught,  what  she  published 
in  conjunction  with  the  African  churches:  she  knows  one 
God,  the  creator  of  the  world;  and  Jesus  Christ  of  the 
Virgin  Mary,  the  Son  of  God  the  Creator ;  atid  the  resur- 
rectiKm  of  the  flesh :  she  mingles  the  law  and  the  prophets, 
with  the  evangelical  and  apostolical  writings,  iknd  from  thence 
she  drinks  that  faith :  she  signs  with  water,  she  clotheis  with 
the  Holy  Spirit,  she  feeds  with  the  Eucharist,  she  exhorts  to 
martjrrdoni,  and  against  this  institution  receives  none.'^  This, 
indeed,  was  a  happy  state ;  and  if  in  this  she  would  abide,  her 
hairiness  had  been  as  unalterable  as  her  faith.  But  from  this, 
how  much  she  hath  degenerated,  will  too  much  appear  in  the 
order  of  this  discourse. 

In  the  confession  ci  this  creed,  the  church  of  God 
baptized  .all  her  catechumens;  to  whom,  in  the  profession 
of  diat  faith,  they  consigned  all  the  promises  of  the  Gospel. 
For  die  truth  of  God,  the  fiEUth  of  Jesus  Christ,  the  belief 
of  a  Christian  is  the  purest,  simplest  thing  in  the  world.  <'  In 
simplicUate  fides  est,  in  fide  justitia  est,  in  confessione  pietas 
est :  Nee  Deus  nos  ad  beataiii  vitam  per  difBciles  qusestiones 
vocat,  nee  mukiplici  eloquentis  facundise  genere  sollicitat ;  in 
absoluto  nobis  ac    facili   est    s&temitas.      jesum    Christum 

"Lib.  de  velaod.  Virg.  c.  1.  Regula  quidem  fidei  una  omnino  est^  sola 
immobilis  et  irreformabilis. 

>  De  pieMcript.  c.  86. 
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credimu&  suscitatum  k  mortuia  per  Deum,  et  ipBum  esse 
DoDunum  confitemur.'^  This  is  the  breviary  of  the  Chi^istiaii 
creed ;  and  this  is  the  way  of  salvaticua,  saith  St.  Hilary  7. 
But  qpeaking  more  explicitly  to  the  churches  of  Franoe  and 
Germany ';  he  calls  them  happy  and  glorious;  '^  Qui  p«> 
fect^m  atque  apostalicam  fidem  c(Hiscienti&  et  profesaione 
Dei  retinentesy  ocmscriptas  fides  hue  usque  aescitis  C  beenuse 
they  kept  the  apostolical' beli^;  for,  that  is  <  perfect.' 

ThuS|  the  dutfch  remaining  in  the  purity  and  innootet 
raaplicity  of  the  ftuthj  there  was  no  way  of  cosaiixtixig  haao- 
tics  but  by  the  woi^s  of  Scripture^  lor  by  appealiag  to  the 
tradition  of  this  fa|th»  in  the  apontoUcal  form;  and  there  was 
no  change  made  tiU  the  tima  of  the  Nioene  cotmetl :  hat 
then,  it  is  wic^  that  the  first  simplicity  began  to  fidl  awasy^ 
sfid  spm^  new  thing  to  be  introduced  into  the  Ghristsni 
qpieed.  Tnie  U  «is,  thai  thm  Christianity  was  in  one  eoia- 
plexion  with  the  empire;  and  the  division  of  hearts,  by  a 
dififeient  ^pimon^  waa  likely  to  have  inflnence  upon  the 
pi4>l^  pea^  if  it  w^e  not  c^nnposed  by  peaceaUe  oooaent^  or 
prevailu^  authiHity;  and»  thafefore,  the  fathers  there  a»- 
semUed,  tpgelber  wilh  the  dapemr^a  powov  did  gire  mch  a 
period  to  %hm,  question  as  thejr  eould;  but  as:  yet  it  is  mat 
qertaioy  that  they,  at  their  meeting,  recited  any  othec  creed 
jhaxk  the  apostolicaji^  for  that  they  did  not,  Laurentius  Valk% 
a  canon  in  the  JLiataraa  church,  affirms,  that  himflelf  hath  read 
in  the  aadent  books  of  Isidore,  who  ootUected  the  canons  of 
the  ancient  cpunctk.  Certain  it  is>  the  fathers  befieved  it  to 
be  no  oth^ .  tlian  the  apostpKoal  Hsith; .  and  the  lew  woida 
they  added  to  the  old  form,  was  nothing  new,  but  a  few  moie 
es]»Ucatjp  word^  of  the  ssm&sense^  intended  by  the  ftpostles 
and  dieir  successors;  as  at  that  time  Ae  diundi  did  re* 
member  by  the  SdAoeessive  preachings,  and  wditliai  reoorda 
which  they  had,  and  we  haire  not ;  but  espedaUy  by  Sciipi 
ture«  Bat  the^hange  was  so  little,  or,,  indeed,  so  none  aa  ilo 
the  mt^tev,  that  they  affirmed  of  it ;  ^<  This  was  the  overd 
^eUvered  by  the  keij  apostks^;^^  and  in  the  old  Latin  niissd^ 
published  at  Strasbuigh,  A.D.  lfi£7»  after  tbe  lecstadon  of 
the  Nioene  creed»  as  we  usually  call  it^  it  is  added  in  the 

7  S.  Hilar,  lib.  x.  De  Trinit.  vers.  Bnem*  *  Lib.  de  Synodia. 

»  In  Antidoto  ad  Nicolaun  V.  Fapsm.  ^  Epiphan.  in "Ayuv^, 
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rulurick,  <*  Finito  symbolo  apostolorttm,  dicat  sacerdos, 
^Dominus  vobiscum.'^  So  that  it  should  seem  the  Nkene 
fSsithers  used  no  other  creedj  than  what  thenaselves  thought 
to  be  the  apostolical.  Aiid  this  is  the  more  eredible^  because 
we  find  that  some  other  oopies  of  the  apoalleB"  creed,  |Murti- 
cixlarly  that  which  wasr  used  in  the  dbureh  of  Aquiteia,  hath 
divers  words  and  amplifieations  of  some  one  ortide ;  aa,  to 
the  ardck  of  ^God  tibie  Father  alaughty,  Maker  of  bmnran 
and  earth,\  ia  added  ^invisible^^  and  <  impassible  :^  wludh^ 
though  the  words  were  set  down  there,  hecauaa  of  dtt 
SabeHian  herefty,-<-yet  they  said  nothing  new,  but  what  to 
emery  anan  of  reason  was  induded  in  the  very  nature  of  God ; 
and  so  was  the  additbn  of  Nice,  concernh^  tha  Divini^  of 
the  Son  of  God,  indiuded  in  the  very  natin-al  ffliafaon  ex^ 
passed  in  the  apostW  creed;  and,  tberefinpe^  this  Nioene 
^ffteA  was  no  more  a  new  creed  than  was  that  of  Aqnileia; 
wfaieb  although  it  was  not  in  every  word,  like  the  Roman 
symbol,  yet  it  was  no  other  than  the  aposfeoMcal.  And  the 
same  i&  the  case  even  of  those  s3rmbob,  where  sooietfaii^ 
was  emitted  that  was  suflBciesitly  in  the  bowds  of  the  othor 
artides;  thiis,  in  some  creeds,  Chrisfs  death  is  omitted;  but 
hk  cructfixion  and  burial  are  set  down«  The  saiae  Twiety 
also  is  observable  in  the  article  of  Christ^i  deaoent  intoheU; 
wbich,  as  it  is  omitted  in  that  form  of  the  apostoliod  creed, 
^hidi  I  am  now  saying  was  used  by  the  Nicesie  Irthers,  so 
was  it  omitted  in  the  six  several  recitations  aod.expositioni; 
oS  it,  made  by  Chrysologus^  and  in  the  five  exposittoaa  madi^ 
of  it  by  St.  Austin,  in  his  book  *  De  Fide  et  Symbob,^  and 
in  his  four  books  ^  De  Symbolo  ad  Catechumenos,'  and  divers 
others.  So  the  artide  of  ^the  communion  of  saints,^  which  is 
neither  in  the  Nic^ie  nor  ConstantinopoHtan  creed,  nor  in  the 
ancient  apostolical  creeds,  expounded  by  Marcellus,  RuSnus, 
Chrysologus,  Maxim^is  Taurinensis,  Venantiiiis,  Fortunatus^ 
Btherius^  and  Beatusc:  yet,  becanise  it  is  so  f^n  in  the 
Ifftidie  of  the  church,*---as,  the  omission  is  no  prejudice  to 
the  integrity  cf  the  Christian  faith,  so  the  insertmg  it  is  no 
addition  of  ffli  article^  or  innovation.  So  these  copies  now 
Fodboned  omit,  in  the  beginning  of  the  creed,  <  Maker  of 
heaven  and  earth;'  but  out  of. the  Constantinopolitan  creed, 

c  Conir.  EUpand,  Tolet.  lib.  i. 
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it  18  now  inserted  into  all  the  copies  of  the  apostolical  symbol. 
Now  as  these  omissions  or  additions  respectively,  that  is, 
this  variety,  is  no  prejudice  to  these  being  the  apostles* 
creed  ;  so  neither  is  the  addition  made  at  Nice,  any  other 
but  a  setting  down  what  was  plainly  included  in  the  filiation 
of  the  Son  of  God ;  and,  therefore,  was  no  addition  of  an 
article^  lior  properly  an  explication,  but  a  saying,  in  mere 
words,  what  the  apostles  and  the  apostolical  churches  did 
mean  in:  all  the  copies,  and  what  was  delivered  before  that 
obnv^tion  at  Nice.  But  there  was  ill  use  made  of  it;  and 
wise  men,  if  they  had  pleased,  might  earaly  have  foreseen  it. 
But  whether  it  was  so  or  no,  (for  I  can  no  otherwise  a£5rm  it 
than  as  I  have  said,)  yet  to  add  any  new  thing  to  the  creed, 
or  to  appoint  a  new  creed,  was,  at  that  time,  so  strange  a 
thing,  so  unknown  to  the  church,  that  though  what  they  did, 
was  done  with  pious  intention,  and  great  advantage  in  the 
article  itself ;  yet  it  did  not  produce  that  effect,  which,  from 
such  a  concurr^ice  of  sentiments,  might  have  been  expected. 
For,  first,  even  some  of  the  fathers  then  present  refused  to 
subscribe  to  the  additions ;  some  did  it,  as  they  said,  against 
their  will,  some  were  afraid  to  use  the  word  hfjuoovmos^  or 
^  consubstantial  ;**  and  most  men  were  still  so  imsadsfied,  that 
presently  after,  coundl  upon  council  was  agidn  called,  at 
Sirmium,  Ariminum,  Seleuda,  Sardis,  to  appease  the  new 
stirs,  rising  upon  the  old  account;  and  instead  of  making 
things  quiet,  they  quenched  the  fire  with  oil:  and  the 
principal  persons  in  the  Nicene  council  changed  their  minds, 
and  gave  themselves  over  ,to  the  contrary  temptation.  Even 
Hosius  himself,  who  presided  at  Nice,  and  confirmed  the 
former. decrees  at  Sardis ;  yet  he  left  that  faith,  and,  by  that 
desertion,  affrighted  and  shook  the  fabric''  of  the  Christian 
church,  in  the  article  added  or  explained  at  Nice.  In  the 
same  sad  condition  was  Marcellus  of  Ancyra%  a  great  friend 
of  SU  Athanasius,  and  an  earnest  opposer  of  Arius ;  so  were 
the  two  Photinuses,  Eustathius,  Elpidius,  Heraclides,  Hyginus, 
Sigerius,  the  president  Cyriacus,  and  the  emperor  Constantine 
himself,  who,  by  banishing  Athanasius  into  France,  by  be- 
coming Arian,  and    being    baptized  by  an  Arian  bishop, 

*  Casu  Hosiij  plan^  miserabili,  catliolicus  orbis  cofitremtiit,  concu8s£qae 
sunt  solidiBsimse  petrae.    Bsrron.  A.  C.  S47.  17.  18. 

*  Vide  Epist.  Marcellinoram  ad  Episcopos  in  Dio-Cesarea  exulantes. 
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^  secui^d  th^  emplitB  to  bU  sods,'*  a&  th^msdves  did  say,  as  it 
its  repcNTted  by  Lucifer  Calaritanus'^:  and  that  be  was  vehe^ 
mently.  su&pected  by  the  cathoUca,  is  affirmed  by  £usebiu% 
J^xome,  Ambrose,  Tbeodoret,  Sozomen,  and  Socrates,  But 
Liberius,  ln$hop  of  Home,  was  more  than  suspected  to  have 
become,  an  Arian,  as  Athanasius  himself)  St.  Jerome,  Da- 
ma^M^y  fmd  St.  Hilary  report^.  So  did  pope  Felix  II.,  and 
Leo^  bis  successor.  .  It  should  seem  by  all  this^  that  the 
definitions  oS  general  councils  were  not  accounted  the  last 
determination  of  truths,  or  rather,  that,  what  propositions 
general  councils  say  are  true,  are  not,  therefore,  part  of 
the  body  of  faith,  though  they  be  true;,  or  else,  that  tdl  these 
persons  did  go  against  an  established  rule  of  faith  and 
oonsQience ;  wtuch  if  they  had  done,  they  might  easily  have 
been  oppressed,  by  their  adversaries  urging  the  plain  autho- 
nty  of  the  council  against  them.  But,  ''Neither  am  I  to 
uif(e  .dgi^st  thee  the  Nicene  council,  nor  thou  the  council  of 
Ariminum  agf^nst  me,**^  was  the  saying  of  St.  Austin;  even 
long  after  the  council  of  Nice  had,  by  concession,  obtained 
more  authority  than  it  had  at.  first.  Now  the  reason  of  these 
things  cap  be  n^  other  t}ian  this ;  not  that  the  Nicene  council 
yff^  not  the  best  that  ever  was  since  the  day  that  a  councdl 
was  held  ^t  .Jerusalem  by  all  the  apostles;  but  that  the 
councils  adding  something  to  the  creed  of  the  church,  which 
hi|d  been  the  auSreyria  of  the  Christian  faith  for  three  hundred 
yetjru  together,  was  so  strange  a  thi^,  that  they  would  not 
easily  bear  that  yoke.  And  that  this,  was  the  matter,  ap- 
pears  by  what  the  fathers  of  the  church,  after  the  councU, 
di$l  complain.  ^^  After  the  Nicene  synod,  we  write  nothing 
but  fifths '^  (viz.,)  n^w. creeds:  .'^  while  th^^  is  contention 
abo^t  wocds*^,  whUe  there  is  question  about  novelties,  while 
there  is ;  complaint  of  ambiguities  and  of  authors,  while  there 
is  contention  of '  parties  and  difficulty  in  oonaenling,  and 
while  one  i^  become  an  anathema  to  another,  scarce  any 
man  now  is  of  Christ."*— And  again:  '*  We  decree  year^ 

f  Pro  S.  Athaoas.  lib.  i.  ftpuil  Baron.  A.  D.  336,  18, 
ir  idem  aiuot  Martinus  PoIodus,  AlphoDsuA  de  Castro,  et  Volaterranos.  . 
^  Dam  in  verbis  pugnaest,  dum  de  novltatibis  queestio  est,  dupa  de  ambiguisy 
dumd«  auctoribus  querela  est;  dum  de  studiis  certamen  est, dum  in  con- 
sensu difficuUas  est,  dumque  alter  alteri  anathema  esse  coepit«  propi^  jam  nemo 
est  Christi.  S,  Hilar. 
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and  monthly  fahlis  of  God';  w«  repent  wlleo  we  have  decreed 
them ;  we  defend  them  that  repent,  we  anathematize  them 
that  are  defended ;  we  either  oondetom  fbreign  things  in  our 
own,  or  condemn  our  own  in  foreign  things ;  and  biting  one 
another,  we  are  devoured  of  one  aiiolher."  This  was  the 
preduct  of  leaving  the  simplioity  and  perfeetion  of  die  first 
rule ;  by  which  the  churdi,  for  eio  muny  ages  ci  martyvdom) 
was  presetted  and  defended,  and  consummated  their  reli^us 
Mves,  and  their  holy  baptism  of  blood,  and  which  they  cfp- 
posed  as  a  suiBdent  shield,  egainst  all  heiiesies  arising  in  the 
diurch. 

And  yet  the  Nicene  Aithers  cKd  add  no  new  article,  of 
new  matter' ;  but  explicated  the  fiUation  of  Jesus  Christy 
saying  in  what  sense  he  was  the  Soi^  of  God ;  which  was,  in 
propw  speaking,  an  interpretation  of  a  word  in  the  apo6tW 
ereed:  and  yet  this  oocasioned  such  stirs,  and  gave  so  little 
■atisfection  at  first,  and  so  great  disturbance  rftorward,  that 
8t.  Hilary^  called  them  ha^y,  who  neither  made,  nor  knew, 
nor  recrived,  any  other  symbol  besides  that  most  simple  creed 
used  in  all  churches  ever  since  the  apostles'  days. 

However,  it  pleased  the  Divine  Providence  so  to  conduct 
the  spirits  of  the  catholic  prelates,  that  by  their  wise  and 
holy  adhering  to  the  <reed,  as  explicated  at  Nice,  they  pro- 
4mred  great  authority  to  the  Nic<me  faith,  which  was  not 
only  the  truth,  but  a  truth  delivered  and  confirmed  by  the 
most  fiunoys  and  excellent  prelates  that  ever  the  Christiaii 
^urch  could  glory  in,  since  the  death  of  the  ajpostles.  But 
yet  that  tiie  inconvenience  might  be  cut  ofi^,  which  came  in 
upon  the  occasion  of  the  Nicene  addition  (f(»p  it  produced 
thirty  explicative  creeds  more  in  a  short  time,  as  Marcus 
Ephesius  openly  affirmed  in  jthe  oounoil  of  Florence) ;  in  die 
council  of  Ephesus^,  which  was  the  third  general,  it  was 
forbidden  that  ever  there  should  be  a(iy  addition  to  the 
Nicene  faith:  ^^  That  it  should  not  be  lawful  from  thence 
Ibrward,  for  any  one  to  produce,-  to  write,  or  to  compose  ai^ 
other  faith,^  or  creed,  ^^  besides  that  which  was  defined  by 
the  holy  fathers,  meeting  at  Nice  in  the  Holy  Spirit.'^    Here 

1  Quid  unqnam  aliad  ecclesia  coficHioram  decretis  enin  est,  nisi  ut^  qood 
antes  simpliciter  eredebatur,  hoc  idem  postea  diligentius  drederetur.  Vincent. 
Lirin.  cdDti.  H»ret.  c.  32. 

1^  Lib.  de  Synodis.  1  Concil.  Ephts,  can.  7, 
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the  supreme  power  of  the  church,  a  general  council,  hath 
"" declared  that  it  never  should  be  lawful  to  add  any  thing  to 
the  former  confeseoon  of  faith  explicated  at  Nice;  and  this 
canon  was  renewed  in  the  next  general  council,  that  of 
Chalcedon ;  <<  That  the  faith  formerly  determined  should,  at 
B6  hand,  in  no  manner,  be  shaken  or  moved  any  more"':" 
meaning,  by  addition  or  diminution.  There  are  some  so 
impertinently  weak  as  to  expound  these  canons  to  mean 
only  the  adding  any  thing  contrary  to  the  Nicene  faith ; 
which  is  an  answer  against  reason  and  experience ;  for  it  is 
not  imaginable  that  any  man,  admitting  the  Nicene  ereed, 
ean,  by  an  addition,  intend  expressly  to  contradict  it ;  and  if 
he  does  not  admit  and  lielieve  it,  he  would  lay  that  confess 
tion  aside,  and  not  meddle  with  it :  but  if  he  should  design 
the  inserting  of  a  clause  that  should  secretly  undermine  it, 
he  must  suppose  all  men  that  see  it,  to  be  very  fools,  not  tb 
understand  it,  or  infinitely  careless  of  what  they  believe  and 
profess :  but  if  it  should  happen  so,  then  this  were  a  very 
good  reason  of  the  prohibition  of  any  thing  whatsoever  to  be 
ftdded,  lest,  secretly  and  undiscemflbly,  the  first  truth  be 
tenf\ited  by  the  new  article:  and,  therefore,  it  wa.^  a  wise 
eaution  to  forbid  all  additions,  lest  some  may  prove  to  bfe 
contrary.  And  then,  secondly,  it  is  against  the  experietifie 
of  things ;  for,  first,  the  canon  was  made  upon  the  oceairfoii 
^  a  creed  brought  into  the  council  by  Charisius :  but  all 
«Med8  thereupon  were  rejected,  and  the  Nicene  adhered  td, 
and  coxnmanded  to  be  so  for  ever.  For,  as  Balsamon  *  ob- 
aerveSj  there  were  three  things  done  in  this  canon;  1.  Thefe 
was  an  edict  made  in  behalf  of  the  things  decreed  at  Ephesui. 
SL  In  like  mtoner,  the  holy  creed  being  made  in  the  first 
a^^niod,  this  creed  was  read  aloud^  and  caution  was  given  that 
no  man  should  make  any  other  creed  upon  pain  of  depo- 
'iition,  if  he  were  an  ecclesiastic;  c^  excommunication,  if  be 
were  a  laic.  S.  The  third  thing  he  also  thus  expresses: 
*•  The  same  thing  also  is  to  be  done  to  them,  who  receiye 
ftnd  teach  the  decrees  of  Nestorius.^  So  that  the  creed  that 
Charisius  brought  in,  was  rejected,  because  it  was  contrary 
to  the  Nicene  faith;  but  all  symbols  were,  for  ever  after, 
forbidden  to  be  made^  not  only  lest  any  thing  contrary  be 

|»  The  author  of  tUe  leuef>  p.  t.  ^  !&  cdH.  T.  Vide  Baliam.  in  eus, 
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admitted,  but  because  they  would  admit  of  no  other;  and 
this  very  reason  St.  Athanastus  ®  assigned,  why  the  fathers  of 
the  council  of  Sardis  denied  the  impcMrtunity  of  some,  who 
would  have  scnnediing  added  to  the  Nicene  confession ;  they 
would  not  do  it,  lest  the  other  should  seem  defective.  And 
next  to  this,  it  was  carefully  observed  by  the  fcSHowiDg 
councils,  fourth,  fifth,  sixth,  and  seventh,  and  by  itself  in 
a  great  affair:  for,  1.  Though  this  council  determined  the 
blessed  Virgin  Mary  to  be  deoroxo; ,  the  '  mother  of  Crod,^ 
against  Nestorius ;  yet,  S.  The  fathers  would  not  put  the 
article  into  the  creed  of  the  church ;  but  esteemed  it  sufficient 
to  determine  the  point  and  condemn  Nestorius;  and,  3. 
The  Greek  church  hath  ever  since  most  rdigiously  observed 
this  Ephesine  canon ;  and,  4.  Upon  this  account,  have  vdie- 
m^tly  spoken  against  the  Latins,  for  adding  a  clause  at 
Chantilly,  in  France.  5.  St.  AthanasiusP,  speaking  of  the 
Nicene  faith,  or  creed,  says,  "  It  is  suffident  for  the  destruc- 
tion of  all  impiety,  and  for  the  confirmation  of  all  the  hciy 
faith  in  Christ  ^^  and^  therefore;  there  could  be  no  necessity 
for  adding  any  thing  to  so  full,  so  perfect  an  instrument; 
and,  consequently,  no  reasonable  cause  pretended,  why  it 
ahould  be  attempted :  especially  since  there  had  been  so 
^oiaiiy,  so  intolerable  inconveniences  already  introduced,  by 
adding  to  the  symbols  their  unnecessary  expositions.  6.  The 
purpose  of  the  fathers  is  fully  declared  by  the  epistle  of  St 
Cyril  *>,  in  which  he  recites  the  decree  of  the  council,  and 
adds,  as  a  full  explication  of  the  council'^s  meaning,  '^  We 
permit  neither  ourselves  nor  others  to  change  one  word  or 
syllable  of  what  is  there."  The  case  is  here,  as  it  was  in 
Scripture,  to  which  no  addition  is  to  be  made;  nothing  to  be 
diminished  from  it.  But  yet  every  doctor  is  permitted  to 
expound,  to  enlarge  the  expressions,  to  deliver  the  sense,  Mid 
to  dedare,  as  well  as  they  can,  the  meaning  of  it.  And 
much  more  might  the  doctors  of  the  church  do  to  the  creed ; 
to  which,  although  something  was  added  at  Nice  and  Con- 
stantinople, yet,  from  thence  forward,  they  might,  in  private, 
or  in  public,  declare  what  they  thought  was  the  meaning, 
and  what  were  the  consequents,  and  what  was  virtually  con- 

o  Epist.  ad  Epict.  p  Epist.  ad  Epict. 

9  Cyril.  Alex,  ad  Joban.  Antioch.  4es9.  5. 
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tained  in  the  articles ;  but  nothing  of  this,  by  any  authotky 
whatsoever,  was  to  be  put  into  the  creed.  For  in  articles  of 
belief/  simplicity  is  part  of  its  excellency  and  sacredness; 
and  those  mysteriousnesses  and  lifb-giving  articles,  whidi 
are  fit  to  be  put  into  creeds,  are^  as  Philistion  said  of  hdle* 
bore,  medicinal  when  it  is  in  great  pieces,  but  dangerous  or 
deadly  when  it  is  in  powder.  And  1  remember  what  a 
heathen  said  of  the  emperor  Constantius,  who  troubled  him-' 
self  too  much  in  curiosities,  and  nice  arguings  about  things 
unintelligible  and  unnecessary:  ^^  Christianam  religionent 
absolutam  et  simplicem  anili  superstitione  confudit.  In  qu& 
scrutanda  perplexius  quitm  in  componenda  graviiis  excitavit 
dlssidia,  quse  progressa  fusius ;  et  aluit  concertationem  verbo* 
rum  dum  ritum  omnem  ad  suum  trahere  conatur  arbitrium.**^ 
£)hristian  religion  is  absolute  and  simple ;  and  they  that 
conduct  it,  should  compose  all  the  parts  of  it  with  gravity, 
not  perplex  it  with  curious  scrutinies,  nor  draw  away  any 
word  or  article,  to  the  sense  of  his  own  interest.  For  if  it 
once  ]9a8S  the  bounds  set  by  the  'first  masters  of  the  assem- 
blies, and  lose  that  simplicity  with  which  it  was  invested; 
there  is  no  term  or  limit  which  can  be  any  more,  set  down. 
^<  Exempla  non  consistunt,  sed*  quamvis  iu  tenuem  recepta 
tramitem,  latissim^  evagandi  sibi  faciunt  potestatem.^^  The 
divesting  the  church  from  the  simplicity  of  her  faith,  is  like 
removing  the  ancient  land-mark :- you  cannot  tell  by  the 
mark,  what  country  you  are  in,  whether  in  your  own  or  in 
the  enemy'^s.  And  in  the  world,  nothing  is  more  unneces-. 
sary.  For  if  that  faith  be  sufficient,  if,  in  that  faith,  the 
church  went  to  heaven,  if,  in  that,  she  preserved  unity,  and 
begat  children  to  Christ,  and  nursed  them  up  to  be  perfect 
men  in  Christ,  and  kept  herself  pure  from  heresy,  and  un- 
broken bv  schism ;  whatsoever  is  added  to  it,  is  either  con- 
tained  in  the  article  virtually,  or  it  is  not.  If  not,  then  it  is 
no  part  of  the  faith,  and,  by  the  laws  of  faith,  there  is  no 
obligation  passed  upon  any  man  to  believe  it.  But  if  it  be, 
then  he  that  believes  the  article,  does  virtually  believe  all  that 
is  virtually  contained  in  it :  but  no  man  is  to  be  pressed  with 
the  consequents  drawn  from  thence,  unless  the  transcript  be 
drawn  by  the  same  hand  that  wrote  the  original;  for  we  are 
sure  it  came  in  the  simplicity  of  it,  from  an  infallible  Spirit ; 
but   he  that  bids  pae  believe  his  deductions  under  pain  of 
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damnaticm,  bids  ine,  under  puit)  of  damiiatioA»  beUova  tfait  he 
is  an  unerring  logician :  for  which,  becaua^  God  hath  given, 
me  no  command,  and  himsdf  c«in  give  me  no  aecurity ;  if  I 
can  defend  myself  from  that  man's  pride,  God  will  defend  me 
from  damnation. 

But  let  us  see  a  little  further,  with  what  ccwistaiicy,  that, 
and  the  following,  ages  of  the  cbiuich,  did  adhere   to  the 
apostles^  creed,  as  the  sufficient  and  perfect   rule  of  faith. 
There   was  an  imperial  edict  of  Gratian,  Valentioian,   and 
Theodosius:  **  Cunctos  populos,  quos  clementise  nostrae  regit 
imperium,  in   ek  volumus  reUgione  versari,  quam   Divinuil^ 
Petrum  apostolum  tradidisse   Bomanis,  religio  usque   nunc 
ab  ipso  insinuata  declarat;  quamque  pQntificem  Damasum 
sequi  claret,  et  Petrum   Alexandrias  episcopuro,  virum  apos* 
tolicse   sanctitatis:    hoc  est,    ut,  secundum   apostolicam  dis- 
ciplinam,  evangelicamque  doctrinam,  Patris,  et  Filii,  et  Spiri- 
tus  Sancti   unam  deitatem,   sub  pari  m^state,  et  sub  pi& 
trinitate,   credamus.      Hanc  legem   sequences   Christianorum 
oatholicorum  nomen  jubemus  amplecti:    reliquos    ver6   de« 
mentes  vesanosque   judicantes,    haeretici  dogmatis  infamiam 
sustinere,   divinfi  prira^m  viudicti,   post  etiam  motu   animi 
nostri,  quern  ex  coelesti  arbitrio  siimpserimus,  ultione  plec* 
tcndos.'"*      Part  of  this  being  cited  in  the  *  Dissuasive,'   to 
prove  that  in  the  early  ages  of  the  church,  the   Christian 
ftuth  was  much  mcH-e  simple  than  it  is  now  in  the  Roman 
d)urch ;    and   that   upon   easier    terms  men  night  then  bt 
catholic:    it   was   replied   by    some  one  of  the  opponents', 
*^  That  by  this  law  was  not  meant,  that  all  who  believed  the 
Trinity   were    catholics    absolutely,    but    only   as    to    those 
points:" — and  the  reason  given  is  this;  *'  Because  after  this 
law,  the  Novatians,  Donatists,   Nestorians,  Eutycbians,  &c.. 
Were   proceeded   against    as    heretics    and    sebisroatics,    not- 
withstanding their  belief  of  the  Trinity  and  unity  of  the  G«d- 
head  :  '^  but  this  thing  was  spoken,  without  all  care  whetho* 
it  were  to  the  purpose  or  no.     For  when  this  law  was  made^ 
that  was  the  rule  of  Catholicism  (as  appears  by  the  words  of 
the  law):  and  if  afterward  it  became  altered,  and  thelbkbops 
became  too  opinionative,  or  thought  themselves  forced  into 
further  declarations;  must,  therefore,   the  precedent  law  be 

r  The  Letter  to  a  Friend,  p.  4. 
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jjodg^  ^CR  post  facto'  by  what  tbey  did  i^terWards?  It 
ouglit'/as.wdilbave  been  said ;  the  church  was  never  content 
with  the  apo^W  creed,  becausa  afterwards  the  Lutherans 
and  C^Alviiusts,  and  Zuit^Uan^,  &C.9  were  proceeded  against 
as  heretics. apd  schismatidi,  notwithstanding  their  belief  of 
ail  that  is  in  the  apostles^  ^reed.  ^^  £^  post  facto  nunquatn 
qrescit  prsBfteriti  ae3tiinatio/^  sajs  the  law.  But  for  the  true 
understaiiding  of  this  imperial  law,  we  must  know  that  the 
confession  of  the  holy  Trinity  and.  Unity,  was  not  set  down 
there,  as  a  single  article,  but  as  a  summary  of  the  apostles? 
creed;  the  three  parts  of  whic^  have  for  their  headi^  the 
three  persons  of  the  holy  and  undivided  Trinity.  And  this 
appean?  by  the  relaticm  the  law  makeis  to  the  faith  St.  Peter 
taught  the  church  of  Borne ;  and  to  the  creed  of  Damasus^ 
which  may  be. seen  ia  St.  Jerome,  who  rejects  the  creed  of 
that  worthy  prelate,  in  the  second  tome  of  his  works;  in 
whieh  the  apostolical  creed  is  explicated,  that  what  relates 
to  the  Trinity  aud  Unity^  spoken  of  ixi  the  imperial  law,  ot 
ruk  of  cathoUcs  and  Christians,  is  set  down  in  its  full  pur* 
pps^  and  design :  and  tUs  thing  may  better  be  understood 
by  an  instance  iipi  the  catechism  of  the  church  of  England; 
for  when  the  catechumen  hath  a^  l^ge  recited  the  apostles' 
creed,  be  is  tai^t  to  sum  it  up  in  this  n>anner :  ^^  First,  I 
learn  to  behevein  Gpd  the  Father,,  who  hath  made  me,  and 
all  the  world:  secondly,  in  God  the  Son,  who  hath  redeemed 
nfe,  and  aXL  mankind :  thirdly,  in  God  the  Holy  Ghost,  who 
sanctifieth  me^  and  all  the  elect  people  of  God."*^  This  is  the 
sjijunmary  of  the  creed ;  and  these  things  are  not  to  be  con*> 
sidered  as  articles  distinct  and  complete,  and  integrating  the 
Christian  faith,  bat  as  a  breviary  of  that  faith,  to  which,  in 
the  same  place,  it  is  made  to  relate ;  just  as  the  imperial  law 
does  relate  to  the  faith  of  Peter,  and  the  creed  of  Pamasus, 
and  Peter  of  Alexandria:  concerning  which,  he  that  says 
much,  says  no  more ;  and*  he  that  says  little,  says  no  less ;  for 
the  faith  is  the  same  as  I  have  already  cited  the  words  of 
St.  Irenaeus.  Since  then  the  emperors  made  the  summary 
of  the  apostles^  creed  to  be  the  rule  of  discerning  catholi^ 
from  heretics;  it  follows  that  the  Roman  church  catholic 
ngnifie9  something  eke  than  it  did  in  the  primitive  church. 
St.  Ambrose  says,  "  Faith  is  conceived  by  the  apostles' 
cre^;^  all  isAth  lie's  in  that,  as  the  child  in  the  mother's 
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-wromb;   and  he  compares  it  to  a  key,  because  **  by  it  the 
darknesses  of  the  devil  are  unlocked,  that  the  light  of  Christ 
might  come  upon  us ;  and  the  hidden  sins  of  conscience  are 
opened  that  the  manifest  works  of  righteousness  may  shine. 
'1  his  key  is  to  be  shown  to  our  brethren,  that  by  thisj  as 
scholars  of  St.  Peter,  they  may  shut  the  gates  of  hell,  and 
open  the  doors  of  heaven.'*     He  also  calls  it,   "  The  seal  of 
our  heart,  and  the  sacrament  of  our  warfare.''— St.  Jerome*, 
speaking  of  it  says,  "  The  symbol  of  our  feith   and   hope, 
which  was  delivered  by  the  apostles,  is  not  written  in  paper 
and  ink,  but  in  the  fleshy  tables  of  our  hearts.     After  the 
confession  of  the  Trinity,  and  unity  of  the  church,  the  whole, 
or   every  sacrament  of   the  Christian  religion,   is   concluded 
with  the  resurrection  of  the  flesh.'*     Which  words  are  iftli- 
mated,  and  in  part  transcribed  by  Isidore,  of  Seville.  Ruffinus 
says,  the  apostles  being  to  separate,*  and  go  to  their  several 
charges,  appointed,  "  Normam  futurae  prsedicationis,  regulam 
dandam   credentibus,    unanimitatis   et   fidei   siise  indicium;^ 
**  ITie  rule  of  what  they  were  to  preach  to  all  the  world,  the 
measure  for  believers,  the  index  of  faith  and  unity  ;"   "  Not 
any  s})eech,    not   so  much  as  one,  even  of  them  that  went 
before   them   in   the  faith,    was   admitted  or  heard  by  the 
church." — "  By   this   creed    the    foldings    of    infidelity   are 
loosed ;  by  this,  the  gate  of  life  is  set  open ;  by  this,  the 
glory  of  confession  is  shown.     It  is  short  in  words,  but  great 
in   sacraments.     It  confirms  all  nien  with  the  perfection  of 
believing,  with  the  desire  of  confessing,  with  the  confidence 
of    the    resurrection.     Whatsoever    was    prefigured    in    the 
patrarichs,    whatsoever  is   declared  in  the  Scriptures,  what- 
soever  was  foretold  in  the  prophets,   of  God  who  was  not 
begotten,  of  the  Son  of  God,  who  is  the   only  begotten  of 
God,  or  the  Holy  Spirit,"  &c.     "  Totum  hoc  breviter,  juxta 
or^culum  propheticum,  symbolum  in  se  continet  confitendo:** 
So  St.  Austin* — who   also  calls   it,  "The  fulness  of  them 
that  believe." — "  It  is  the  rule  of  faith,  the  short,  the  cer- 
tain rule,   which   the   apostles  comprehended  in  twelve  sen- 
tences, that  the  believers  might  hold  the  catholic  unity,  and 

>  Epist.  ad  Pammach.  contra  E^rrores  Johao*  Hierosalymit.  Exposit.  Sym- 
bol, c.  2,  8,  lib.  V.  Orig.  c.  9. 

'  Serm.  131.  de  teiDpore,  sive   Serm.  2.  de  exposit.  Syoiboli  ad  Com- 
peteiites. 
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convince  the  heretical  pravity.     The  comprehension  and  per- 
fection of  our  faith "."-^^  The  short  and  perfect  coilfessibn 
of  the  cathdic  symbol  is  consigned  with  so  many  sentetices 
of  thelwelre  apostles,  is  so  furnished  with  celestial  ammu- 
nition—^that  ail  the  opinions  of  the  hetetics  may  be  cut  off 
widi'  tliat  sword  alone,''  said  pope  Leo".     I  could  add  many 
more  testimonies  declaring  the  simplicity  of  the   Christian 
firith,  and  the  fulness  and  sufficiency  of  the  apostolical  cre^. 
But  I  sum  them  up  Mn  the  words  of  Rabanus  Maurus': 
**  In'  the  apostles'  creed  there  are  but  few  words,  but  it  con- 
tains all  religion^    (omnia  in   eo   continentur   sacramenta) : 
**  for  they  were  summarily  gathered  together  from  the  whole 
Scripthres    by  the    apostles ;    that    because    many  believers 
caAtiot  read,  or  if  they  can,  yet  by  their  secular  affairs  are 
hindered   that   they  do  not    read   the   Scriptures,   retaining 
these   in    their    hearts    they  may   have    enough    of    saving 
knowledge.'^ 

Now,   then,  since  the   whofe  catholic  church   of  God  in 
the  primitive  ages,  having  not  only  declared  that  all  things 
necessary  to  salvation,  are  suflSciently  contained  in  the  plain 
places  of  Scripture;    but  that  all,  which  the  apostles  knew 
necessary,^  they  gathered  together  in  a  symbol  or  form   of 
confession,   and  esteemed  the   belief  of  this   sufficient  unto 
salvation;  and  that  they  required- no  more   *  in  credendis,'  as 
of  necessity  to  eternal  life,  but  the   simple  belief  of  these 
articles :    these   things  ought  to  remain  in    their  own   form 
and   order.      For,   what   is*  and   what  is  not  necessary,   is 
either  such  by  the  nature  of  the  articles  themselves,  or  by 
the  economy  of  God's  commandment :   and    whiat .  God  did 
command,  and  what  necessary  effect  every  article  had,    the 
apostles  only  could  tell,  and  others  from  them.     They  that 
pretend  to  a  power  of  doing  so   as  the  apostles  did,   have 
shown  their  want  of  skill ;  and  by  that  confess  their  want  of 
pcMver  of  doing  that,  which  to  do  is  beyond  their  skill.     For, 
which  sins  are  venial,  and  which  are  mortal,  all  the  doctors 
of  the  church  of  Rome  cannot  tell ;  and  how  then  can  they 
tell  this  of  errors,  when  they  cannot  tell  it  of  actions ;  but 
if  any  man  will  search  into  the  harder  things,  or  any  more 

■  Serm.  181 .  de  tempore.  Iloiir.  Ii5. 
*  Epist.  13.  ad  Pule  her.  Auguatum. 
y  Lib.  ii.  de  iostilut.  Clericgrum^  c.  56. 
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secret  sacrameat  of  religioD,  by  that  mauia  to  raise  up  bi». 
mind  to  the  ccAtempIation  o£  heavenly  things^  aiid  %>.  a  tion* 
tempt  ^  things  belov^  be  may  do  it  'if  be.  pkaae«  so  thm 
he  do  not  impose  the  beHef  erf  his  own   speculatioiiB  upon 
others,   or  compel   them   to  confess  ^bat  they  know   not, 
and  what  they  cannot  find  in  Scriptures,  or  did  not  receive 
from  the  apoftles.     We  find  by  experience,  that  a  long  act 
*  of  parliamaity  or  an  indenture  and  covenant  that  is  of  great 
length,  ends  none,  but  causes  many  contentions ;  and  when 
many  things  are  defined,   and  definitions  spun  out  into  de- 
clarations, men  believe  less,  and  know  nothing  more.    And 
what  is  man,  that  he  who  knows  so  little  .of  his  own  body,, 
of  the  things  done  privately  in  his  own  ^oua^,  of  the  nature 
of  the  meat  he  eats;   nay,  that  knows  so  little  of  his  own. 
heart,  and  is  so  great  a  stranger  to  the  secret  courses  of 
nature;— ^T  say,  what  iei  man,  that  in  the  things  of  God 
he  should  be  ashamed  to  say*,    ^  this  is  a  secret;  this  God^ 
only  kiK>ws ;  this  he  hath  not  revealed ;  tlus  I  admire,  but 
I  understand  not ;  I  believe,  but  I  understaod  it.  to  be  A. 
mystery  V  And  cannot  a  man  enjoy  the  gift  which  .God  gives^ 
and  do  what  he  commands,  but  he  must  dispute  the  phi- 
losophy of  the  gift,  or  the  metaphy^c$  of  a  command  P     Can* 
not  a  man  eat  oysters,  unless  he  wrai^le  abQut  the  number- 
of  the  senses  which   that  poor  animal  hath  ?  and  will  no^ 
amdited  mushrooms  be  jswa^owed  down,   unless  you  first 
tell  whethep-  they  difier  specifically  from  a  sponge  ?     Is  it  net; 
enough  for  me '  to  believe  the  words  of  Christ,  sayii^,  '  This 
i^  my  body  V  and  cannot  I  take  it  thankfully,  and  believe  it 
heartily,  and  confess  it  joyfully ;   but  I  must  pry  into  the 
secret,  and  examine  it  by  the  rules  of  Aristotle  and  Porn 
phyry,  and  find  out  the  nature  and  the  undiscernible  {^i- 
losophy  of  the  manner  of  it&  change^  and  torment  my  own 
brainsgi  and  distract  my  heart,  and  torment  xxxy  brethl^n^  and 
lose  my  charity,  and  bsizard  the  loss  of  all  the  benefits  ii^ 
tended  to  me,  by  the  holy  body, — ^because  I  break  those  few 
words  intb  more  questions,  than  the  holy  bread  is  into  par-i 
ticks  to  be  eaten  ?     Is  it  not  enough,  that  I  believ^  th^ty 
^  whether  we  live  or  die,  we  are  the  Lord's,^  in  case  we  sorve 
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Um  faithfully  P  but  we  must  descend  into  bell,  and  Uiqi:|im' 
after  tbe  sgstxtets  o£  the  dead,  and  dream  of  the  circum^tanoea 
aS  the  state  of  separation,  and  damn  our  brethren  if  they  wiU 
not  aUov  us  and  themselves  to  be  half  damned  in  purgaitoryP 
Is  il  not  enefugh  that  we  are  Christians  ?  that  is,  that  we 
pqt  all.  oiH*  hope  in  God,  who  freely  giveth  us  ^1  things  by 
hia  Mm  Jesus  Christ;  that  we  are  redeemed  by  his  death; 
that  he  rose  again  for  our  justification;  that  we  are  madd* 
members  of  hk  body  in  baptism ;  that  he  gives  us  of  his  Spirit, 
that  being  dead  to  the  lusts   of  this  world,  we  should  live< 
according  to  his  doctrine  and  example ;  that  is,  that  we  *do  no 
evil,  that  we  do  what  good  we  can ;  that  we  love  Grod,  and  • 
love  our  brother;  that  we  suffar  patiently,  and  do  good  things, 
in  expectation  of  better,   even  of  a  happy  resurrection  to 
eternal  life,  which  he  hath  promised  to  us  by  his  Son,  and 
which  we  shall  receive,  if  we  walk  in  the  Spirit,  and  live 
in  the  Spirit  ?  What  is  wanting  to  him  that  does  all  this,-— 
biit  that  he  do  so  still  ?  Is  not  this  faith  unto  righteousness, 
ittid   the   confession  of  this  faith,   imto  salvation?    We  aU 
believe  we  shall  arise  from  our  graves  at  the  last  day ;  one 
sort  of  Christians  thinks  with  one  sort  of  body,  and  anothef 
thinks  with  another;  but  these  conjectures  ought  not  to  be 
aooounted  necessary ;  and  we   are  not  concerned  to  dispute 
which  it  is;  for  we  shall  never  know  by  all  our  disputing; 
but  we  may  lose  the  good  of  it,  if  we  make  it  an  argujment  of 
uacharitableness.     But  besides  this, 

IXd  not  the  apostles  *^  desire  to  know  nothing  but  Christ 
Jesus,  and  him  crucified,^^  and  risen  again?  and  did  not  they 
preach  this  faith  to  all  the  world,  and  did  they  preach  any 
other ;  but  severely  reprove  all  curious  and  subtle  questions, 
and  all  pretences  of  science  or  knowledge,  falsely  so  called, 
when  men  lai^islied  about  questions  and  strife  of  words? 
Are  we  not  taught  by  the  apostles,  that  we  ought  not  to 
receive  our  weak  brother  unto  doubtful  disputations ;  and  that 
the  servant  of  God  ought  not  to  strive?  Dkl  not  they  say, 
that  all  that  keep  the  foundation  shall  be  saved ;  some  with, 
and  some  without  loss  ?  and  that  erring  brethren  are  to  be 
tolerated;  and  that  if  they  be  servants  of  Grod,  and  yet, 
in  a  matter  of  dwtrine  or  opinion,  **  otherwise  minded,  God 
dball  reveal  even  this  also  unto  them  ?"  And  if  these  things. 
be  tinis,  wby*  sbaU  one  ChriatiaD  churdtk  condenm  another. 
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nrhieh  is  built  upon  the  same  foundation  with  herself?  And 
how  can  it  be  imagined,  that  the  servants  of  God  cannot 
be  saved  now,  as  in  the  days  of  the  apostles  ?  Are  we  wiser 
than  they  ?  are  our  doctors  more  learned,  or  more  faithful  ? 
Is  there  another  covenant  made  with  the  church  since  their 
days?  or  is  God  less  merciful  to  us,  than  he  was  to  them? 
Or  hath  he  made  the  way  to  heaven  narrower  in  the  end  of 
the  world,  than  at  the  beginning  of  the  Christian  church  ? 
Do  men  live  better  lives  now,  than  at  the  first ;  so  that  a  holy 
life  is  so  enlarged,  that  the  foundation  of  faith  laid  at  first  is 
not  bi^ad  enough  to  support  the  new  buildings  ?  We  fitid  it 
much  otherwise.  And  men  need  not  enlarge  the  articles  and 
conditions  of  faith  in  these  degenerate  ages,  wherein,  *  when 
Christ  comes,  he  shall  hardly  upon  earth  find  any  faith '  at 
all :  and  if  there  were  need,  yet  no  inan  is  able  to  do  it, 
because  ^  Christ  only  is  our  Lord  and  Master,'  and  no  man  is 
master  of  our  &ith. 

But  to  come  closer  to  the  thing.  It  is  certiun,  there  is 
nothing  simply  necessary  to  salvation  now,  that  was  not  so 
always;  and  this  must  be  confessed  by  all  that  admit  of 
the  so  much  commended  rule  of  Yincentius  Lirinensis; 
^  That  which  was  always  and  everywhere  believed  by  all ; 
that  is  the  rule  of  faith  f  and,  therefore,  there  can  be  no  new 
measure,  no  new  article,  no  new  determination,  no  declara- 
tion, obliging  us  to  believe  any  proposition  that  was  not 
always  believed.  And,  therefore,  as  that  which  was  first  is 
true,  that  which  was  at  first,  and  nothing  else,  is  necessary. 
Nay,  suppose  many  truths  to  be  found  out  by  industry,  and 
by  Divine  assistances,  yet  no  more  can  be  necessary ;  because 
nothing  of  this  could  ever  be  wanting  to  the  church.  There- 
fore, the  new  discovered  truth  cannot  of  itself  be  necessary : 
neither  can  the  discovery  make  it  necessary  to  be  believed, 
unless  I  find  it  to  be  discovered  and  revealed  by  him,  whose 
very  discovery,  though  accidental,  yet  can  make  it  necessary, 
that  is,  unless  I  be  convinced  that  God  hath  spoken  it* 
Indeed,  if  that  happen,  there  is  no  further  inquiry.  But, 
because  there  are  no  new  revelations  sifice  the  apostles  died, 
whatever  comes  in  after  them,  is  only  by  man^s  ratiocination : 
and,  therefore,  can  never  go  beyond  a  probability  in  itself, 
and  never  ought  to  pretend  higher,  lest  God^s  incommunicable 
right  be  ifivaded,  which  is  to  be  the  Lord  of  human  under^, 
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Standings.  The  consequent  of  all  this  is,  tliere  can  be  nothing 
of  necessity  to  be  believed,  which  the  church  of  Grod,  taught 
by  the  apostles,  did  not  believe  necessavy. 


SECTION  V-    ' 


Th^t  the  Church  of  Rome  pretends  to  a  Power  of  introducing 
»   into  the  Confessions  of  the  Churchy  new  Articles  of  Faith  ; 

and.  endeavours  to  alter  and  suppress  t/^e  old  Catholic 

Doctrine. 

Now  then,  having  established  the  Christian  rule  and  measure, 
I  shall,  in  the  next  place,  show  how  the  church  of  Rome  hath 
usurped  an  empire  over  consciences,  offering  to  enlarge  the 
faith,  to  add  new  propositions  to  the  belief  of  Christians; 
and  imposes  them  under  pain  of  damnation.  And  this  I 
prove :  1.  Because  they  pretend  to  a  power  to  do  it.  2.  They 
have  reason  and  necessity  to  do  so,  in  respect  of  their  interest, 
and  they  actually  do  so  both  in  faith  and  manners.  8.  They 
use  indirect  and  unworthy  arts,  that  they  may  do  it  without 
reproach  and  discovery.  4.  Having  done  this^  they,  by  en- 
larging faith,  destroy  charity. 

1.  They  pretend  to  a  power  to  do  it.  The  authorities, 
which  were  brought  in  the  first  part  of  *  the  Dissuasive  %'  did 
sufficiently  prove  this;  but  because  they  were  snarled  at,  I 
shall  justify  and  enlarge  them,  and  confirm  their  sense  by 
others.  First,  the  pope  hath  authority  (as  his  doctors  teach 
the  world)  to  declare  an  article  of  faith,  and  this  is  as  much 
as  the  apostles  themselves  could  dp ;  that  is,  as  the  apostles, 
by  gathering  the  necessary  articles  of  faith,  made  up  a 
symbol  of  what  things  are  necessary,  and  by  their  imposing 
this  collection  on  all  churches,  their  baptizing  into  that  faith, 
their  making  it  a  rule  of  faith  to  all  Christians,  did  declare, 
not  only  the  truth,  but  the  necessity  of  those  articles  to  be 
learned,  and  to  be  believed;  so  the  pope  also  pretends  he 
can  declare.  For  declaring  a  thing  *  to  be  true,'  and  declar- 
ing it  to  be  an  ^  article  of  faith,**  are  things  of  vast  difference, 

*  Chap,  1.  sect,  page  10.  edit.  Dublin.  1661. 
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He  that  dedares  it  only  to  be  true,  imposes  no  neoemty  of 
believing  it ;  but  if  he  can  make  it  appear  to  be  true,  he,  to 
whom  it  so  appears,  cannot  but  believe  it.     But  if  he  declares 
it  to  be  an  article  of  faith,  he  says,  that  God  hath  made  it 
necessary  to  be  known,  and  to  be  believed ;  and  if  any  hath 
power  to  declare  this,  to  declare  I  say,  not  as  a  doctor,  but 
as  an  apostle,  as  Jesus  Christ  himself,  he  is  Master  and  Lord 
of  the  conscience.     Now  that  the  pope  pretends  to  this,  we 
are  fiercely  taught  by  his  doctors,  and  by  his  laws.     Thus 
the  gloss  ^  upon  the  extravagant  *  de  verborum  significatione, 
cap.  cum  inter,  verb,  declaramus^^  says,  "  He  being  prince 
of  the  church,  and  Chrisfs  vicar,  can,  in  that  capacity,  make 
a  declaration  upon  an  article  of  the  catholic  faith. '^    He  can 
declare  it '  authoritative,^  not  only  as  a  doctor,  but  as  a  prince; 
by  empire  and  command,  as  ^  princeps  ecclesiae.'     The  Sorbon 
can  declare  as  well  as  he,  upon  the   catholic  faith,  if  it  be 
only  matter  of  skill  and  learning ;  but  to  declare  so,   as  to 
bind  every  man  to  believe  it;  to  declare  so,  as  the  article 
shall  be  a  point  of  faith,  when  before  this  declaration  it  was 
not  so  ^  quoad  nos ;'  this  is  that,  which  is  pretended  by  declar- 
ing : .  and   so  this  very   gloss  expounds  it ;    adding  tp  the 
former  words,  <'  The  pope  can  make  an  article  of  faith,  if  an 
article  of  faith  be  taken  not  properly,  but  largely,  that  is,  for 
a  doctrine  which  now  we  must  believe ;  whereas,  before  such 
declaration  we  were  not  tied  to  it.'*— These  are  the  words  of 
the  gloss ;  the  sense  of  which  is  this :  there  are  some  articles 
of  faith,  which  are  such  before  the  dec^laration  of  the  church, 
and  some  which  are,  by  the' church's  decWalion,  made  so; 
gome  were  declared  by  the  Scriptures,  or  by  the   apostles ; 
and  some  by  the  councils,  or  popes  of  Rome:  after  which 
declaration,   they  are  bbth    alike,    equally  necessary  to  be 
believed ;  and  this  is  that  which  we  charge  upon  them,  as  a 
dangerous  and  intolerable  point.     For  it  says  plmnly,  that 
whereas  Christ  makes  some  articles  of  faith,   the  pope  can 
make  others;  for  if  they  were  not  articles  of  faith,  before 
the  declaration  of  the  pope,  then  he  makes  them  to  be  such  ; 
and  that  is  truly  (according  to  their  own  words),  *  facere  arti- 
culum  fidei  i*  *  this  is  making  an  article  of  faith.'    Neither  will 
it  suffice  to  say,  that  this  proposition,  so  declared,  was,  before 

»»  Gloss,  ibid. 
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mA  a  AecUmtkui,  realty  aad  indeed,  $m  article  of  faidi  in 
•itself;  but  not  in  respect  of  Us.    For  this  as  all  one  in  several 
.words.    Sor  an  article  of  fidtk  is  a  relative  term ;   it  is  a 
pvopositisiB  which  we  aie  oomnianded  to  believe,^  and   to 
eonfess;  and  to  say,  this  is  an  article  of  faidi,  and  7«t 
that  iU>  BMai  is  bound  to  beliere  il,  is  a  oontradiotion.     Now, 
then,  let  it  be'  considered ;  no  man  is  bound  to  believe  anjr 
art^ie  till  it  be  dedmed ;  as  no  man  is  boand  to  obey  a 
law,  tlU  it  be  promulgated;  Ibiih  oomes  by  healing;   till 
theve  be  hearing,  there  can  be  no  faith ;  and,  therefore,  no 
artide  of  fkith.     The  truth  is  eternal,  but  ftkh  is  but  tean- 
porary,  and  de{)ends  upon  ihe  declaration.    Now,  tben,  sup- 
pose any  article;   I  demand,  did  Christ  and  his  apostles 
di^are  it  to  the  dmrdi  ?    If  net,  how  does  the  pope  know 
it,  who  p^tends  to  ho  new  revelations  P    If  the  apostles  did 
not  dedare  it,  how  we^e  they  faithful  in  the  house  of  God? 
and  how  Ad  St.  Paul  say  truly  %  <<  I  have  not  failed  or 
ceased,''  iirdEryilXoM,  to  **  dedare,^  to  annunojate  to  you  all 
the  wbrie  counsel  of  God.    But  if  they  did  si^  trde,  and 
were  fidthful,  and  did  declare  it  dil ;  then  was  it  an  aitiele  of 
fidth,  bdbre  the  pope's  declaration ;  and  then  it  was  a  sin  of 
ignorance  hot  to  believe  it,^-and  of  malice,  or  puaHlanimity, 
not  to  tonfess  it, — aild  a  worse  sin  to  have  contradicted  it. 
,A.nd  who  cim  suppose  that  the  apoetohcal  churches  and  th w 
descendants,  should  be  ignorant  in  any  thitig  that  was  then 
a  matter  of  fcith?    If  it  was  not  then,  it  «umot  now  be 
deekred  that  it  was  so  then ;  Ibr  to  declare  a  thing  prop^ly, 
'is  to  publish  ynhttt  it  waii  before;  if  it  was  then,  thete^  needs 
'to  deckralion  of  it  now,    unless  by  declaring,   we  mean 
preaching  it ;  and  then  every  parish  priest  is  btiund  to  do  it, 
and  can  do  it  as  well  as  the  pope.     If,  therefore,  d^y  mean 
more,  as  it  is  certain  they  do,-^then,  d<eelaring  an  article  of 
ihitii,  is  but  the  dviQer  word  for  making  it.     Chrisfs  preach- 
'ing^  and  the  apostles^  imposing  it,  made  it  an  artide  of  faith, 
in  itsdf,  and  to  us;  other  declarations,  excepting  only  teach- 
ing, preschiogy  impounding,  and  cpdborfing,  we  know  none, 
and  we  need  none ;  for  they  only  could  do  it,  and,  it  is  certaki^ 
they  did  it  fuUy. 

But  I  nee4  not  argue,  and  take  pains  to  prove,  that  by 

■-I  *        .       ■ 

cAct0,xx.S7.  .     . 
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declaring  they  mean  more  than  mere  preaclnng;'&einadv€8 
own  the   utmost  intention  of   the  charge       The  pope    can 
'  statuere  articulos  fidei;'  that  is  more  than  declare  merely; 
it  must  be  to  appoint,  to  decree,  to  determine^  that  such  a 
thing  is^   of  necessity^  to  be  believed  unto .  salvation :   and 
because  Luther*!  said  the  pope  could  not  do  this»   he  was 
oofidemned  by  a  bull  of  pope  Leo.     But  we.  may  yet  further 
know  the  meaning  of  Uiis ;    for  thdr   doctors  are   plaia  in 
aiBrming^  that  *  the  pope  is  the.  foundation^  rule  add  princifde 
of  faith.^     So  Turrecremata® :  ^^  For  to  him  it  belongs  to  he 
the  measure  and  rule,  and  science  of  things  that  are  to  be 
believed,    and    of   all    things    which    ar^    necessary,  to  the 
directipn  of  the  faithful  unto  life  et^rpal/^-— And  again,  ^^  It 
is  easy  to  understand  that  it  belongs  to  the  authority  of  the 
pope  of  Borne',  as  to  the  general  and  princa^  master  and 
doctor  of  the  whole  world,  to  detern^ine  those  things  which 
are  of  faith;  and  by  consequence  to  puHish.  a  symbol  of 
faith:  to.  interpret  the  senses  of  Holy  .Scriptures :  to  approve 
and  repipve  the  sayings  of  every  doctor  belonging  to  fiaith." 
— ^Hence  opmes  it  to  pass^  that.  ^'  the  doctors  say,  that  the 
apostolical  see  is  called  the  mistress  and  mothei:  of  faith  ^.^ 
And  what  can  this  mean ;  but  to  do  that  which  the  apostles 
could  not  do ;  that  is,  to  be  lords  over  the  fai^x  of  Christen- 
dom ?     For  to  declajre  only  an  arjtidepf  faith,  is  not  all  they 
.chf^lenge ;    they  can  do  more.     As  he  is  pope,  he  can.  not 
only  dieclare  an  article  of  faith»   but  introduce. a  new.  one: 
and  this  is  that^  which  I  suf^pose  Augustiws  Triumphus  to 
mean,  when  he  says  \  "^  Symbolum  novum  .c^pndere  ad  p^pam 
scdum  spectat  :^^  and,  if  that  be  not  plaui  enough^  he  ddds ', 
<<  As.he  can  make  a  new  cxe^,  or  symbol  of  faith;,  so  he 
can   multiply  new   articles,    one  upon   another.^'      For   the 
conclusion  of  this  particular)  I  sb^l  give  a  very  considerable 
instance,    which  relies  not    upon   the  credit. and  testimony 
of  their  doctors,  but  is  matter  ,of  fact,  and  notorious  to  all 
the  world  ^.     For  it  Yfjil  be  to  no  purpose  for  them,  to  deny 

d  Art.  ST.  Certain  «8t  in  menu  ecclesiee  aut  Faptt  prorsnn  non  ^ue,  statoefe 
acUculos  fidei,  &c.  .       ; 

^Tarrecrem.lib.  ii.  cap.  lOt.  ^I^emibid. 

f  Extravag.  de  verb,  signifi^  cap.  Quia  quoruhdam  glo'sa. 
1"  Qoe.  89:  art.  1.  i  ^rtr.  «;    ' 

^  Vide  Salmeron.  prolog,  in  comment,  in  epist.  ad  Roman,  part  S.  p.  176, 
Sect.T«rti6dicitur. 
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it,  and  say,  that  the  pope  can  only  declare  an  article,  but  not 
make  a  new  one.  For  it  is  plain,  that  they  so  declare  an  old 
one,  that  they  bring  a  new  one  in ;  they  pretend  the  old  creed 
to  be  with  child  of  a  cushion,  and  they  introduce  a  supposi* 
titious  child  of  their  own.  The  instance  I  mean,  is  that  article 
of  the  apostles^  creed,  "  I  believe  the  holy  catholic  church." 
The  question  is  made,  what  is  meant  by  it  ?  They  that  have 
a  mind  to  it,  understand  it  easily  enough ;  it  was  a  declara- 
tion of  the  coming  of  the  Messias  into  the  world ;  the  great 
proof  that  Jesus  of  Nazareth  was  the  Shiloh,  or  he  that  was 
to  come.  For  whereas  the  Jews  were  the  enclosure  and  pecu- 
liar people  of  God;  at  the  coming  of  the  Messias  it  should 
be  so  no  more ;  but  the  Gentiles  being  called,  and  the  sound 
of  the  Gospel  going  into  all  the  world,  it  was  no  more  the 
church  of  the  Jews,  but  *  Ecclesia  totius  mundi,'  *  the  church 
of  the  universe,'  the  universal,  or  catholic  church,  of  Jews 
and  Gentiles,  of  all  people,  and  all  languages.  Now  this  great 
and  glorious  mystery,  we  confess  in  this  article ;  that  is,  we 
confess,  that  God  hath  given  to  his  Son  '  the  heathen  for  an 
inheritance,  and  the  utmost  parts  of  the  world  for  a  posses- 
sion ;"  that  "  God  is  no  respecter  of  persons  \  but  in  every 
nation,  he  that  feareth  him,  and  worketh  righteousness,  is  ac- 
cepted  with  him."  This  is  the  plain  sense  of  the  article,  and 
renders  the  article  also  highly  considerable,  and  represents  it 
as  fundamental ;  and  it  is  agreeable  with  the  very  economy  of 
the  gospelj  and  determines  one  of  the  greatest  questions  that 
ever  were  in  the  world,  the  dispute  between  the  Jews  and 
Gentiles ;  and  is  not  only  easy  and  intelligible,  but  greatly  fol^ 
edification. 

Now,  then,  let  us  see  how  the  church  of  Rome,  by  her 
head  and  members,  expounds  or  declares  this  article,  '  I  believe 
the  holy  catholic  church ;'  so  it  is  in  the  apostles'  creed.  *  I 
believe  one  holy,  catholic,  and  apostolic  church;'  so  the 
Nicene  creed.  Here  is  no  difference,  and  no  commentary, — 
but  the  same  thing  with  the  addition  of  one  word  to  the  same 
sense ;  only  it  includes  also  the  first  founders  of  this  catholic 
church;  as  if  it  had  been  said,  '  I  believe  that  the  church 
of  Christ  is  disseminated  over  the  world,  and  not  limited 
to  the  Jewish  pale ;  and  that  tliis  church  was  founded  by  the 

J  Acts,  X.  35, 
VOL,    X,  2  ^ 
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apostles  upon  the  rock  Christ  Jesus.^  But  the  church  of 
Rome  hath  handled  this  article  after  another  manner;  she 
hath  explained  it  so  clearly,  that  no  wise  man  can  belieye 
it;  she  hath  declared  the  article,  so  as  to  make  it  a  new 
one,  and  made  an  addition  to  it  that  destroys  the  princi|de : 
^  Sanctam  catholicam  et  apostolicam  Romanam  ecckmam, 
mnnium  ecclesiarum  matrem  et  magistram  i^nosco:^  '^  I 
acknowledge  the  holy  catholic  and  apostolic  Roman  churdat 
the  mother  and  mistress  of  all  churches.  ^  —  And  at 
the  end  of  this  declaration  of  the  creed,  it  is  added  as 
at  the  end  of  the  Athanasian,  *  this  is  the  true  catholic 
faith,  without  which  no  man  can  be  saved  ;^  atid  this  is  the 
Creed  oS  pope  Pius  IV.  enjoined  to  be  svratn  by  all  eccle- 
siastics, secular  or  religious.  Now  let  it  be  considered, 
whether  this  declaration  be  not  a  new  article,  and  not  only 
so,  but  a  destruction  to  the  old.  1.  The  apostcJical  eieed 
professes  to  believe  the  cathcdic  or  universal  church.  The 
pope  limits  it,  and  calls  it  the  catholic  Roman  church ;  that, 
by  all  he  means  some,  and  the  universal  means  but  particular. 
But  besides  this,  2«  It  is  certain,  this  must  be  a  piece  of  a 
new  creed ;  since  it  is  plain,  the  apostles  did  no  more  intend 
the  Roman  church  should  be  comprehaaided  under  the 
catholic  church,  than  as  every  other  church  which  was 
then,  or  i^ould  be  after.  And  why  Roman  should  be  put 
in,  and  not  the  Ephedlne,  the  Csesarean,  or  the  Hierosoly-* 
mitan,  it  is  not  to  be  imagined.  3.  This  must  needs  be  a 
new  article,  because  the  full  sense  and  mystery  cf  the  old 
article  was  perfect  and  complete,  before  the  Roman  church 
was  in  being.  "  I  believe  the  holy  catholic  church,"  was  an 
article  of  faith  before  there  was  any  Roman  church  at  all. 
4.  The  interposing  *  the  Roman'  into  the  creed,  as  equal,  and 
of  the  extent  with  the  catholic,  is  not  only  a  false,  but  a 
malicious  addition.  For  they,  having  perpetually  in  their 
mouths,  *  that  out  of  the  catholic  chuitjh  there  is  no  salva- 
tion :'  and  now  against  the  truth,  simplicity,  interest,  and 
design  of  the  apostolical  creed,  having  made  the  Roman 
and  Catholic  to  be  all  one  ;-^-they  have  also  established  this 
doctrine  as  a  virtual  part  of  the  creed,  that  out  of  the  com* 
munion  of  the  church  of  Rome  there  is  no  salvation  to  be 
hoped  for ;  and  so  by  this  means  damn  all  the  Christians  of 
the  world,  who  are  not  of  their  communion ;  and  that  is  the 
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£ir  biggest  part  of  the  catholic  church.  S.  How  intolerable  a 
thing  it  is  to  put  the  word  ^  Roman'  to  expound  <  Catholic* 
in  the  creed ;  when  it  is  confessed  among  themselves  ™,  that 
it  is  not  of  faith,  ^*  that  the  apostolic  church  cannot  be 
separated  fr<Hn  the  Roman ;^  and  Bellarmine  proves  this""; 
because  there  is  ileither  Scripture  nor  tradition  that  affirms 
it :  and  then  if  ever  they  be  separated,  and  the  apostolic  be 
removed  to  Constantinople,  then  the  creed  must  be  changed 
again,  and  it  must  run  thus :  *  I  believe  the  holy  catholic  and 
apostolic  Constantinopolitan  church.'  6.  There  is,  in  this 
declaration  of  the  apostolical  creed,  a  manifest  untruth 
decreed,  enjoined,  professed,  and  commanded  to  be  swdm 
to ;  and  that  is,  that  ^  the  Roman  church  is  the  mother  of  all 
(Churches  i*  when  it  is  confessed  that  St.  Peter  sat  bishop  at 
Antioch,  seven  years  befcHre  his  pretended  comii^  to  Rome  s 
and  that  *  Jerusalem  is  the  mother  of  all  churches*.'  For 
*  the  law  went  forth  out  of  Sion,  and  the  word  of  the  Lord 
from  Jerusalem:'  and,  therefore,  the  oecumenical  council  irf 
Constantinople,  in  the  consecration  cf  St.  Cyril,  said,  "  We 
show  unto  you  Cyril,  the  bishop  of  Jerusalem,  which  is  th© 
toother  of  all  other  churches.''  The  like  is  said  of  the  churek 
rf  Csesarea  (with  an  exception  only  of  Jerusalem),  "  qua? 
prope  mater  omnium  ecclesiarum,  ^t  fuit  ab  initio,  et  nund 
quoque  est,  et  nominatur:  quam  Christiana  respublica,  velut 
centrum  suum  circulus,  undique  observat." — How  this  saying 
of  St.  Gregory,  the  Divine,  can  consist  with  the  new  Roman 
creed,  I  leave  it  to  the  Roman  doctors  to  consider.  In  the 
meantime  it  is  impossible  that  it  should  be  true,  that  tfas 
Roman  church  is  the  mother  of  all  churches,  not  only 
because  it  is  not  imaginable  she  could  b6get  her  own  grand-^ 
mother;  but  for  another  pretty  reason,  which  Bellarmin# 
hath  invented';  '*  Though  the  ancients  everywhere  call  the 
Roman  church  <  the  mother  of  all  churches,'  and  that  aU 
bishops  had  their  consecration  and  dignity  from  her;  yet^ 
this  seems  not  to  be  true,  but  in  that  Sense,  because  Vetet 
was  bishop  of  Rome :   he  ordained  all  the  apctetles  and  lA 

™  Driedo  de  dogmat.  Eccl.  lib.  iv.  c.  8.  p^S. 
0  Lib.  iv.  de  Pontif.  Rom.  c.  4.  sect.  At  secundum. 
®  Apud  Baron.  A.  D.  883.  n.  15.  vide  etiam  S.  Basil,  torn.  ii.  ep.  SO,  et 

Greg.Theol. 

P  Lib.  i.  de  Rom.  Pontif.  c.  28*  sect.  Seeunda  ratio. 
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other  bishopSy  by  himself,  or  by  others.  Otherwise,  since 
all  the  apostles  constituted  very  many  bishops  in  divers 
places,  if  the  apostles  were  not  made  bishops  by  Peter, 
certainly  the  greatest  part  of  bishops  will  not  deduce  their 
original  from  Peter.^  This  is  Bellarmine^s  argument,  by 
which  he  hath  perfectly  overthrown  that  clause  of  Pius 
IV.'s  creed;  *  that  the  Homan  church  is  the  mother  of 
all  churches/  He  confesses  she  is  not,  unless  St.  Peter 
did  consecrate  all  the  apostles :  he  might  have  added,  no, 
nor  then  neither,  unless  Peter  had  made  the  apostles  to 
be  bishops,  after  himself  was  bishop  of  Rome;  for  what 
is  that  to  the  Roman  church,  if  he  did  this  before  he  was 
the  Roman  bishop?  But  then,  that  Peter  made  all  the 
apostles  bishops  is  so  ridiculous  a  dream,  that  in  the  world 
nothing  is  more  unwarrantable.  For,  beades  that  St.  Paul 
was  consecrated  by  none  but  Christ  himself,  it  is  certain 
that  fae  ordained  Timothy  and  Titus,  and  that  the  succession 
in  those  churches  ran  from  the  same  original  in  the  same 
line ;  and  there  is  no  record  in  Scripture  that  ever  St.  Peter 
ordained  any;  not  any  one  of  the  apostles  who  received 
their  authority  from  Christ  and  the  Holy  Spirit,  in  the  same 
times  altogether;  which  thing  is  also  affirmed  by  Azorius% 
and  Suarez%  who  also  quotes  for  it  the  authority  of  St. 
Austin*,  and  the  gloss.  So  that  from  first  to  last,  it  ap- 
pears that  the  Roman  church  is  not  the  mother  church, 
and  yet  every  priest  is  sworn  to  live  and  die  in  the  belief 
of  it,  that  she  is.  However,  it  is  plain,  that  this  <  assu- 
mentum^  and  shred  of  the  Roman  creed,  is  such  a  decla- 
ration of  the  old  article  of  believing  the  catholic  church, 
that  it  is  not  only  a  direct  new  article  of  faith,  but  destroys 
the  old. 

By  thus  handling  the  creed  of  the  Catholic  church  we 
sball  best  understand  what  they  mean,  when  they  affirm  that 
the  pope  can  interpret  Scripture  *  authoritative,'  and  "  he  can 
make  Scripture.'' — "  Ad  quern  pertinet  sacram  Scripturam 
^thoritative  interpretari;  ejus  enim  est  interpretari,  cujus 
est  condere  i^  "  He  that  can  make  Scripture,  can  make  new 
articles  of  faith  surely.'' — ^Much  to  the  same  purpose  are  the 

1  iDstitut.  moral,  part.  2.  lib.  iv.  c.  11.  sect.  Altera  opinio. 

>•  De  tripl.virt.  Theology,  diap.  10.  sect.  1.  n.  5.  et  7. 

•  Qutest.  Vet.  et  Nov.  Test.  q.  97. 
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words  of  pope  Innocent  IV.*,  '*  He  cannot  only  interpret  tlie 
Gospel,  but  add  to  it.''^  Indeed,  if  he  have  power  to  expound 
it  ^  authoritative,'  that  is  as  good  as  making  it ;  for  by  that 
means  he  can  add  to  it,  or  take  from  the  sense  of  it.  But 
that  the  pope  can  do  this,  that  is,  can  interpret  the  Scrip- 
tures ^  authoritative,' '  sententialitor,'  '  obligatorie/  so  as  it  is 
not  lawful  to  hold  the  contrary,  is  affirmed  by  Augustinus 
Triumphus",  Turrecremata"",  and  Hervey^.  And  cardinal 
Hosius*  goes  beyond  this,  saying,  "  That  although  the  words 
of  the  Scripture  be  not  open,  yet  being  uttered  in  the  sense 
of  the  church,  they  are  the  express  words  of  God ;  but 
uttered  in  any  other  sense,  are  not  the  express  word  of  God, 
but  rather  of  the  devil."  To  these  I  only  add  what  we  are 
taught  by  another  cardinal^;  who  persuading  the  Bohemians 
to  accept  the  sacrament  of  the  Lord's  supper  in  one  kind, 
tells  them  : — and  it  is  that  I  said  before ; — *  if  the  church,  viz. 
of  Rome  (for  that  is  with  them  the  catholic  church),  or  if  the 
pope,  that  is,  the  virtual  church,  do  expound  any  evangelical 
sense  contrary  to  what  the  current  sense  and  practice  of  the 
catholic  primitive  church  did;  not  that,  but  this  present, 
interpretation  must  be  taken  for  the  way  of  salvation:  for 
<^  God  changes  his  judgment,  as  the  church  does^.^  So  that 
it  is  no  wonder,  that  the  pope  can  make  new  articles,  or  new 
Scriptures,  or  new  Gospel ;  it  seems  the  church  of  Rome  can 
make  contrary  Gospel :  that  if  in  the  primitive  church  to 
receive  in  both  kinds  was  ^  via  salutis,'  because  it  was  under- 
stood then  to  be  a  precept  evangelical ;  afterwards  the  way 
of  salvation  shall  be  changed,  and  the  precept  evangelical 
must  be  understood  to  take  it  in  one  kind.  But  this  is 
denied  by  Balduinus*^,  who,  to  the  question,  *  whether  can 
the  pope  find  out  new  articles  of  faith  ?'  says,  *  I  answer,  yes : 
but  not  contrkry.**  It  seems  the  doctors  differ  upon  that 
point :  but  that  which  the  cardinal  of  Cusa,  the  legate  of 
pope  Nicholas  V.  taught  the  Bohemians,  was,  how  they  should 
answer  their  objection :  for,  they  said,  if  Christ  commanded 
one  thing,  and  the  council,  or  the  pope,  or  the  prelates  com- 

t  Innocent.  IV.  in  cap.  super  eo.  de  Bigamis. 

"Qu.  67.a,  2.  «  Lib.  ii.  c.  107.  Y  De  potestate  Papse. 

«  De  expresso  Dei  verbo  et  in  Epilogo. 

^  Card.Casan  Epist.  2.  nd  Bohemos.  de  usu  Comrnunionis^  p.  8$3. 

b  Epist.  3.  p.  838. 
^  In  ]  Decret.  de  summaTrinitate  et  fide  Cathol.  n.  44*  15.  dist.  Canones. 
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xnanded  contrary,  they  would  not  o1>ey:  the  church  but  Cfarut 
But  how  greatly  they  were  mistaken^  the  cardinal  legate^  told 
them,  ^^  Fossibile  non  est,  Scripturam  quamcunque,  sive  ipsa 
preeceptum  sive  consilium  contineat,  in  eos  qui  apud  ecclesiam 
existunt,  plus  auctoritatis  ligandi  habere  aut  solvendi  fideles, 
qukm  ipsa  ecclesia  voluerit,  aut  verbo  aut  opere  expresserit  {** 
and  in  the  third  epistle  %  he  tells  them,  ^^The  authority  of  the 
church  is  to  be  preferred  before  the  Scriptures.'^ — The  same 
also  is  taught  by  Elysius  Neapolitanus. 

It  matters  not  what  the  primitive  church  did;  no,  nor 
much  what  the  apostolical  did  :  *^  for  the  apostles,  indeed, 
wrote  some  certain  things,  not  that  they  should  rule  our 
faith  and  our  religion,  but  that  they  should  be  under  it';" 
that  is,  they  submit  the  Scriptures  to  the  faith,  nay,  even  to 
the  practice  of  the  church.  For  "  the  pope  can  change  the 
Gospel,'^  said  Henry «,  the  master  of  the  Roman  palace,— 
*^  and,  according  to  place  and  time,  give  it  another  sense :" 
insomuch,  that  if  any  '^  man  should  not  believe  Christ  to  be 
the  true  God  and  man,  if  the  pope  thought  so  too,  he  should 
pot  be  damned,"  said  the  cardinal  of  St.  Angelo;  and  Syl- 
Tester  Prierias^  expressly  affirmed,  that  the  authority  of  the 
church  of  Rome,  and  the  pope's,  is  greater  than  the  authority 
of  the  Scriptures.  These  things  being  so  notorious,  I  wonder 
with  what  confidence  Bellarmine  can  say,  that  ^  the  catho- 
lics,'— ^meaning  his  own  parties, — *  do  not  subject  the  Scrip- 
ture but  prefer  it  before  councils ;  and  that  there  is  no  con- 
troversy in  this;'  when  the  contrary  is  so  plain  in  the  pre- 
alleged  testimonies :  but  because  his  conscience  checked 
him  in  this  particular,  he  thinks  to  escape  with  a  distinction. 
If  the  catholics  sometimes  say,  that  *  the  Scriptures  depend 
upon  the  church,  or  a  council,'  they  do  not  understand  it,  in 
respect  of  authority  or  in  themselves;  but  by  explication, 
and  in  relation  to  us*,  which  is  too  crude  an  affirmative  to  be 
believed:  for  besides  that  Pighius,  in  his  epistle  to  Paul  III, 
before  his  books  of  ecclesiastical  hierarchy,  affirms,  that  the 

d  Epist.  2.  ad  Bohemos,  p.  8S4.  edit.  Basil.  A.  D.  1565. 
«  In  piorum  Clypeo.  qu.  29.  artic.  5.  f  Pighius Hierarch.  lib.  i.  c.  2. 

K  Ad  legates  Bohemicos  sub  Felice  Papa,  A.D.  1447.     Vide  Polan.  in 
Dan.  11.871. 

^  Sylvest.  Prierias  cont.  Lutherum,  conclu.  56, 
^  Beilarm.  de  Coneil.  autor.  lib.  ii.e.  18.  aect.  Dizimuf. 
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whole  mitluHity  of  the  Scripture  depends  upon  the  ehuidi ; 
and  the  testimonies  above  cited,  do  in  terms  confute  this 
saying  of  his:  the  distinction  itself  helps  not  all:  fpr  if  the 
Scriptures  have  ^  quoad  nos,^  no  authority,  but  what  th^ 
pope,  or  the  church  is  pleased  to  give  them ;  then  they  have 
in  themselves  none  at  all.  For  ^'  the  Scriptures  were  writtm 
for  our  learning ;  not  to  instruct  the  angels,  but  to  conserve 
the  truths  of  Grod  for  the  use  of  the  church ;  and  they  have 
no  other  use  or  design ;  and  if  a  man  shall  say  the  Scriptures 
have  in  themselves  great  authority,  he  must  mean  that  in 
themsdves  they  are  highly  credible.  ^  quoad  nos  ^  that  is,  that 
we  are  bound  to  believe  them  for  their  own  truth  and  exceL 
li^cy.  And  if  a  man  shall  say,  they  have  no  authority 
*  quoad  nos,^  but  what  the  church  gives  them ;  he  says,  they 
are  not  credible  in  themselves,  and  ^  in  se,'  have  no  autho- 
rity ;  so  that  this  distinction  is  a  metaphysical  nothing,  and 
is  brought  only  to  amuse  men  that  have  not  leisure  to  oon^- 
fiider.  And  he  that  says  one,  says  the  other;  or  as  badf 
under  a  thin  and  transparent  cover.  The  church  gives  tes*- 
timony  external  to  the  Scripture ;  but  the  internal  authority 
is  inherent,  and  derives  only  from  God.  But  let  the  witness 
of  the  church  be  of  as  perfect  force,  as  can  be  desired,  I 
meddle  not  with  it  here;  but  that  which  I  charge  on  the 
Boman  doctors,  is,  that  they  give  to  their  church  a  power  of 
introducing,  and  imposing  new  articles  of  belief;  and  pre* 
t^iding  that  they  have  power  so  to  do  ;  and  their  definitions 
are  of  authority  equal  if  not  superior  to  the  Scriptures.  And 
this  I  have  now  proved  by  many  testimonies :  to  all  which  I 
add  that  of  the  canon  law  itself.  In  which  Gratian^  most 
falsely  alleges  pretended  words  of  St.  Austin  (which  Bellar«^ 
mine^  calls  *  a  being  deceived  by  a  false  copy'),  and  among 
the  canonical  Scriptures,  reckons  the  decretal  epistles  of 
the  popes,  ^^  inter  quas  sane  illse  sunt  quas  apostolica  sedes 
habere,  et  ab  ek  alii  meruerunt  accipere  epistolas  :^'  Now  who 
can  tell  of  any  copy  of  St.  Austin,  or  has  heard  of  any,  in 
which  these  words  were  seen  ?  Certainly,  no  man  alive ;  but 
if  Gratian  was  decdved^  the  deceivers  were  among  them- 
selves ;  and  yet  they  loved  the  deception,  or  else  they  might 

^  Dist.  19.  Can.  in  Canonic  is. 
ipe  CoDcil.  autorit,  lib.  ii.  c.  li  sect.  Respondeo  ad  Gretianum. 
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have  expunged  those  words,  when  Gregory  XIII.  appointed 
a  committee  of  learned  men  to  purge  that  ^opQo^os.  But  it  yet 
remains ;  and  if  they  do  not  pass  for  St.  Austin'^s  words,  yet 
they  are  good  law  at  Rome.  '^  And  heretics  indeed  talk 
otherwise,'*'  said  Eckius"* :  "  Objiciunt  haeretici,  major  est  auto- 
ritas  Scripturse  quam  ecclesise  ;**'  but  he  hath  confuted  them 
with  an  excellent  argument.  The  church  using  blood  and 
strangled,  hath  by  authority  changed  a  thing  defined  by  the 
Scripture.  "  Behold,"  says  he,  '*  the  powier  of  the  church 
over  Scripture!'*  I  love  not  to  rake  in  such  polluted  chan« 
Dels ;  he  that  is  pleased  with  it,  may  find  enough  to  entertain 
his  wonder,  and  his  indignation,  if  he  please  to  read  Capi- 
strano%  Cupers®,  Andradius'^,  Antonius^,  Pighius',  Silvester 
Prierias",  Johannes  Maria  Verratus*,  Coster",  Zabarel%  and 
Bellarminey  himself,  who  yet,  with  some  more  modesty  o{ 
expression,  affirms  the  same  thing  in  substance,  which  accord- 
ing as  it  hath  been,  is,  and  is  still  likely  to  be  made  use  of,  is 
enough  to  undo  the  church  ;  "  The  word  of  the  pope,  teaching 
out  of  his  chair,  is  *  non  omnino,'  *  not  altogether,'  or  *  not  at 
air  the  word  of  man,  that  is  a  word  liable  to  error,  but  in 
some  sort  the  word  of  God,"  &c. — Agreeable  to  which  is 
that  which  the  lawyers  say,  that  the  canon  law  is  the  Divine 
law;  so  said  Hostiensis*.  I  hope  I  shall  not  be  esteemed 
to  slander  her,  when  these  writers  think  they  so  much 
honour  the  church  of  Rome  in  these  sayings.  In  pursuance 
of  this  power  and  authority,  pope  Pius  IV.  made  a  new 
creed;  and  putting  his  power  into  act,  did  multiply  new 
articles  one  upon  another.  And  in  the  council  of  Trent, 
amongst  many  other  new  and  fine  doctrines,  this  was  one, 
that  ^  it  is  heresy  to  say,  that  matrimonial  causes  do  not  per- 

™  los.  Com.  tit.  1.  de  EcclesiS  et  ejus  autorit. 

»  Fol.  126.  a.  b.  et  104.  b.  et  1  S3,  b. 

«Pag.  42.  n.  15.  et  p.  11.  n.  18.  et  124.  n.  9. 

P  Defens.  Trid.  lib.  i.  et  lib.  ii.  et  Explic.  Orthod.  lib.  ii. 

q  Pag.  3.  lib.  23.  c.  8.  sect  S. 

'De  Fide  et  Justif.  74.  6.  etHierarch.  Eccl.  lib.  i.  c.  2,  3,  4.  et  in  pra- 

fatione  ad  Paulum  tertium. 

■  Contr.  Luther.  Concl.  66. 
t  Dis.  contr.  Luther.  8.  de  Eccl.  Concl.  1 .  lib.  edit,  1554. 

"  Enchirid.  c.  1. 
»  In  3  lib.  Decret.  de  Convers.  Conjug.  c.  ex  Publico,  n.  16. 
y  De  verb.  Dei,  lib.  iii.  c.  10.  sett.  Ad  decimum  quintum. 
*  Super  2.  de  Cret.  de  Jurejur.  c.  Nimis,  n.  1. 
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tain  to  ecclesiastical  judges:'  and  yet  we  in  England  owe 
this  privilege  to  the  favour  and  bounty  of  the  king,  and  so 
did  the  ancient  churches  to  the  kindness  and  religion  of  the 
emperor ;  and,  if  it  were  so,  or  not  so,  it  is  but  matter  of 
discipline,  and  cannot  by  a  simple  denial  of  it  become  an 
heresy.  So  that  what  I  have  alleged,  is  not  the  opinion  of 
some  private  doctors,  but  the  public  practice  of  the  Roman 
«  church.  "  Commissum  ei  (papse)  munus  non  mod6  articulos 
indeterminatos  determinandi,  sed  etiam  fidei  symbolum  con- 
dendi :  atque  hoc  ipsum  orthodoxos  omnes  omnium  ssecu-. 
lorum  agnovisse,  et  palam  confessos  esse;"  it  was  said  to 
Paulus  Quintus,  in  an  address  to  him*.  And  how  good  a 
catholic  Baronius  was  in  this  particular,  we  may  guess  by 
what  himself  says  concerning  the  business  of  the  Apollinarists, 
in  which  the  pope  did  and  undid ;  "  Ut  plane  appareat,'* 
says  Baronius^,  "  ex  arbitrio  perpendisse  Romani  pontificis, 
decreta  sancire,  et  sancita  mutare.'"' 

^.  That  which  I  am  next  to  represent  is,  that  the  church 
of  Rome  hath  reason  and  necessity  to  pretend  to  this  power 
of  making  new  articles ;  for  they  having  in  the  body  of  their 
articles,  and  in  the  public  doctrines  allowed  by  them,  and  in 
the  profession  and  practices  of  their  church,  so  many  new 
things,  which  at  least  seem  contrary  to  Scripture,  or  are  not 
at  all  in  Scripture ;  and  such  for  which  it  is  impossible  to 
show  any  apostolical,  or  primitive  tradition,  do  easily  and 
openly  betray  their  own  weakness  and  necessity  in  this 
affair.  My  first  instance  is  of  their  known  arts  of  abusing 
the  people,  by  pretended  apparitions,  and  false  miracles,  for 
the  establishing  of  strange  opinions.  "  Non  obscurum  est 
quot  opiniones  invectae  sunt  in  orbem  per  homines,  ad  suum 
questum  callidos,  confictorum  miraculorum  praesidio,"  said 
Erasmus.  These  doctrines  must  needs  be  things  that  come 
over  the  walls,  and  in  at  the  windows ;  they  come  not  the 
right  way.  For  besides  that,  as  St.  Chrysostom*^  says,  "  It 
was  at  first  profitable,  that  miracles  should  be  done ;  and 
now  it  is  profitable,  that  they  be  not  done  :  for  then  our  faith 
was  finished  by  miracles,  but  not  by  the  divine  Scriptures  f  * 

a  Lib.  Benedicti  de  Benedict.  Bononise  excusus^  A.  D.  1600. 

«»A.  D.378.  n.  22. 
c  In  1  Cor.  ii.  torn.  vi.  Kai  y«f  xeu  ron  x^^'f^f  lyinrOf  vn  x^fififMts  cv  ymrtii. 
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Miracles  are  like  watering  al  plaoU,  to  be  done  whentb^ 
are  newly  set»  and  before  they  have  taken  root.  Hence  tfae 
apostles  saith,  <*  Tongues  are  for  a  sign  to  them  that  believe 
not,  and  not  for  them  that  believe/'  So  St.  Gregory^  *^  Our 
ancestors  followed  after  signs;  by  which  it  came  to  pass, 
that  they  should  not  be  necessary  to  their  posterity;^'  and 
^^  he^  that  yet  looks  for  miracles  that  he  may  believe*  is  him- 
self a  miracle.^'  Nay,  to  pretend  miracles  now-ardays,  is  the 
worst  sign  in  the  world.  And  here,  St.  Austin^  in  great  zeal, 
gives  warning  of  such  things  as  these :  ^'  Let  not  a  man  say, 
this  is  true,  because  Donatus,  Pontius,  or  another,  hath  done 
wonderful  things ;  or  because  men  praying  at  the  memories 
of  martyrs  are  heard ;  or  because  such,  or  such  things  there 
happen,  or  because  that  brother  of  ours,  or  that  sister  of 
ours,  waking  saw  such  a  vision,  or  sleeping  dreamt  such  « 
dream :  let  those  fictions  of  lying  men,  or  wonders  of  de- 
ceitful spirits,  be  removed.  For  either  those  things  wluch 
are  spoken,  are  not  true ;  or  if  any  miracles  of  heretics  be  done, 
we  ought  to  take  heed  the  more.  Because  when  our  Lord 
said,  some  ^  deceivers  should  arise  which  should  do  ugns, 
and  deceive,  if  it  were  possible,  the  very  elect;'  he  com- 
mending  this  saying,  vehemently  added,  ^  Behold  I  have 
told  you  of  it  before.''"  The  same  is  also  taught  by  the 
author^  of  the  imperfect  work  on  St.  Matthew,  imputed  to 
St.  Chrysostom,  who  calls  the  power  of  working  miracles 
(after  the  first  vocation  of  the  Gospel)  ^  seducticHiis  adjutoria,' 
^  the  helps  of  seduction ;'  as  at  first  they  were  used  by  Christ, 
and  Christ s  servants,  bb  instruments  of  vocation ;  and  affirms, 
these  helps  of  deceit  were  to  be  delivered  to  the  devil.  It 
was  the  same  in  the  Gospel,  as  it  was  in  the  law  of  Moses ; 
after  God  had,  by  signs  and  wonders  in  the  bands  of  Moses, 
fixed  and  established  his  law,  which  only  was  to  be  their 
rule ;  and  caution  was  given,  (Deut.  i.  13.)  that  against  that 
rule  no  man  should  be  believed,  though  he  wrought  miracles. 
Upon  which  words  Theoderet^  says,  "  We  are  instructed, 
that  we  must  not  mind  signs,  when  he  that  works  them 
teaches  any  thing  contrary  to  piety ,'^    And  therefore  these 

<*  Homil.  29.  in  Evangel.  «  S.  Aug.  de  yeiii  Relig.  c.  25. 

f  Id.  de  civit.  Dei,  lib.  xxii.  c.  8. 

9  August.  Tract.  IS.  in  Evangel.  Johan.  Homil.  49. 

^  Quo8t.  in  Deuter. 
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things  ean  be  to  no  purpose,  unless  it  be  to  deceive ;  except 
this   only,    that    where   miracles   are  pretended,    there  is  a 
warning  also  given,  that  there  is  danger  of  deception,  and 
there  is  the  seat  of  antichrist,  ^  who  is  foretold  should  come 
in  all  signs,  and  lying  wonders.^     "  Generatio  nequam  signum 
quaerit,^'  said  Christ.     But  it  is  remai^ble  by  the  doctrines, 
for  which  in  the  church  of  Rome'  miracles  are  pretended, 
that  they  are  a  cover  fitted  for  their  dish ;  new  miracles  to 
destroy  the  old  truths,  and  to  introduce  new  opinions.     For 
to  prove  any  article  of  our  creed,  or  the  necessity  of  a  Divinci 
commandment,  or  the  divinity  of   the  eternal   Son  of  God, 
there  is  now  no  need  of  miracles,  and  for  this  way  of  proving 
these,  and  such  articles  as  these,  they  trouble  not  themselves ; 
but  for  transubstantiation,   adoration  of  the  consecrated  bread 
and  wine,  for  purgatory,  invocation,  and  worship  of  saints, 
of  their  relics,  of  the  cross,  monastical  vows,  fraternities  of 
friars  and  monks,   the  pope^s   supremacy,    and  double  mo- 
narchy in  the  church  of  Rome,   they  never  give  over  to 
make,  and  boast  prodigious  miracles.     But  with  what  suc- 
cess we  may  learn  from  some  of  the   more  sober  and  wisei 
amongst  them.      ^^  In    sacramento   apparet    caro,    interdum 
humanS    procuratione,   ipterdum  openitione  diabolica,^   said 
Alexander  of  Ales  ^ ;  this,  indeed,  was  an  old  trick ;  and  St. 
Ireneeus^  reports,   that  it  was  done  by  Marcus,   that  great 
hseresiarch,  that   by  his  prayer  he  caused  the   eucharistical 
wine  to  appear  as  if  it  were  turned  into  blood ;  and  Biel " 
affirms,  that  ^'  miracles  are  done  to  men  who  run  to  images, 
sometimes  by  operation  of  devils,  to  deceive  those  inordinate 
worshippers :  God  permitting  it,  and  their  infidelity  exacting 
it.''     And  when,   in   the  question  of  the  immaculate  concept 
tion,  there  are  miracles  produced  on  both  sides,  (as  the  learned 
bishop^  of  the  Canaries  tell  us),   it  must  needs  be,  that  on 
one  side  the  devil  was  the  architect,  if  not  on  both.     And 
such  stories  are  so  frequently  related  by  the  Romish  legends, 
by  St.  Gregory,  bishop  of  Rome,  by  Beda,   by  Vincentius 
Belvacenisis  Antoninus,  by  the  *  Speculum  Exemplorum,'  and 
are  accounted  religious  stories,  and  are  so  publicly  preached 
and  told  by  the  friars  in  their  sermons,  and  so  believed  by 

*  Hie.  11.  19.  vide  Stellam;  ibid.  ^  Id.  quartam  sent.  q.  53. 

1  Iren.  lib.  i.  c.  9.  m  in  Canoa  Missa.  lect.  49. 

n  Melchior  Canus.  loe.  Commun.  lib.  xi.  c.  6. 
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the  people  and  the  oommon  sort  of  Roman  catholics,  and 
indifferently  amongst  many  of  the  better  sort,  that  their 
minds  are  greatly  possessed  with  such  a  superstitious  cre- 
dulity, and  are  fed  with  such  hypochondriacal,  and  fond  opi- 
nions, that  it  is  observable,  how  they,  by  those  usages,  are 
become  fond  news-mongers,  and  reporters  of  every  ridiculous 
story.  ^^  Hi  pie  nonnihil  admentientes,  supponunt  reliquias, 
fabricant  miracula,  confinguntque  (quae  exempla  vocant)  vel 
plausibiles,  vel  terribiles  fabulasf  so  Cornelius  Agrippa**  com- 
plains of  the  writers  of  such  ridiculous  stories  in  that  church ; 
that,  as  one  of  their  own  writers  said,  *  they  equal,  if  not 
exceed,  Amadis  and  Clarianus.'  Who  please  to  see  more  of 
this,  may  be  satisfied  with  reading  Canus,  in  the  chapter 
above  quoted :  or,  if  he  please,  he  may  observe  it  in  Bellar- 
minep  himself ;  who  out  of  those  very  legends  and  stories, 
which  are  disallowed  by  Canus,  and  out  of  divers  others,  as 
Garetius,  Tilmanus,  Bredenbachius,  Thomas  of  Walden,  and 
I  know  not  who  besides,  recount  seven  miracles,  to  prove 
the  proper  natural  presence  of  Christ's  body  in  the  sacra- 
ment ;  amongst  which,  it  is  not  the  least  which  he  tells,  of 
the  fellow's  beast,  who  left  his  barley  at  the  command  of 
St.  Anthony  of  Padua,  and  went  to  worship  the  sacrament. 
Such  things  as  these  it  is  no  wonder  that  they  are  either 
acted  or  believed  in  the  church  of  Rome,  since  so  many 
popes  and  priests  are  magicians ;  and  since  that  villain  of  a 
man,  pope  Hildebrand,  as  Cardinal  Beno  relates  in  his  life, 
could,  by  shaking  of  his  sleeve,  make  sparks  of  fire  fly  from 
it.  I  end  this,  and  make  no  other  use  of  it  than  what  is 
made  by  Aventinus  %  saying,  that  *  this  pope  under  show  of 
religion,  is  said  to  have  laid  the  foundation  of  the  empire  of 
antichrist.** — "  Multi  falsi  prophetse  nebulas  offundunt;  fa- 
bulis,  miraculis  (exempla  vocant)  k  veritate  Christi  plebem 
ayertunt..  Falsi  tum  prophetae,  falsi  apostoli,  falsi  sacerdotes 
emersSre,  qui  simulata  religione  populum  deceperunt,  magna 
signa  atque  prodigia  ediderunt,  et  in  tempio  Dei  sedere 
atque  extolli  super  id  quod  colitur,  coeperunt.  Dumque 
suam  potentiam,  dominationemque  stabilire  conantur,  can- 
tAtem,    et    simplicitatem     Christianam    extinxerunt.'*'      And 


o  De  vani.  Scien.  c.  97.  p  Bellar.  libt  iii.  de  Euchar.  c.  8^ 

1  Lib.  V.  et  lib.  vii. 
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they  continue  to  do  so  to  this  day,  where  they  have  any  hopes 
to  prevail  without  discovery.     Secondly,  themselves  acknow- 
ledge, that  '  there  are  many  things  of  which  there  was  no 
inquiry  in  the  primitive  church,  which  yet,  upon  doubts  arising, 
are  now  become  perspicuous  by  the  diligence  of  after-times ;' 
it  is  the  acknowledgment  of  the  cardinal  of  Rochester.     And 
Bellarmine'  helps   to   make  this   good   with  a  considerable 
instance,  **  Cum  scriberentur  Script urae,  nondum  coeperat  usus 
vovendi  Sanctis  ;*"  and  cardinal  Perron  ■  adds,  "  Et  quant  aux 
autheurs  plus  proche  du  siecle  apostolique,  encore  qu'il  ne 
se  trouve  pas  de   vestiges  de  cette  coiitume,  fee.*"     Neither 
in  the  age  of  the  apostles,  that  is  ^  when  the  Scriptures  were 
written,   nor  in  the  age  next  to  it^   are  there  any  footsteps  of 
vowing  to  saints :  for  then  the  custom  was  not  begun.'     The 
pope's   infallibility  goes  amongst  very   many   for  a  catholic 
doctrine ;  in  Spain  and  Italy,  in  Austria  and  Poland,  it  is  so, 
and    everywhere  else   where  the   Jesuits  prevail:   but  when 
Bellarmine  ^  hath  affirmed  that  Nilus,  Gerson,  Almain,   Al- 
phonsus  a  Castro,  and  pope  Adrian  VI.  had  taught  that  the 
pope  might  be   a  heretic,   if  he   defines  without   a  general 
council ;  and  in  his  censure  of  them,   affirmed  that  this  opi- 
nion is  not  ^  proprie  haeretica,'  he  plainly,  by   certain  and 
immediate  consequence,  confesses,  that  for  fourteen  or  fif- 
teen   hundred  years  the  judgment   of    the    pope    was   not 
esteemed   infallible.     Now  if  this  be  true,  it  is  impossible 
that  it  can  ever  be  determined  as  a  catholic  truth ;  for    there 
is  no  catholic  tradition  for  it.     There  was  not  for  many  ages ; 
and,   therefore,    either   there   is    no  tradition  in  the  present 
church  for  it,  or  if  there  be,  it  is  contrary  to  the   old  tra- 
dition:   and,  therefore,   either   the  tradition  of   the   present 
church  is  no  rule,  or  if  it  be,  it  is  a  very  new  one ;  and  several 
ages  are  bound  to  believe  contradictory  propositions.     That 
the  pope  is  above  a  council  is  held  by  some  Roman  catholics, 
and  it  is  held  so  by  all  the  popes,  and  hath  without  scruple 
been  determined  in  the  chair,  and  contended  for  earnestly, 
for  about  two   hundred  years  past;  and  yet   all   the  world 
knows  it  was  not  so  of  old.     For  we  know  when  the  question 

'  Lib.  iii.  De  cuUu  Sanctorum,  c.  9.  sect.  PrsetereS. 
•  Centre  le  Rol  de  la  Grand  Brelaigne. 
t  Lib.  iv.  De  Pontifice  Romano,  c.  2.  sect.  Secunda  opinio,  et  sect.  Ex 

his  quatuor. 
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b^an,  even  in  the  time  of  the  first  council  of  Pisa,  a  little 
before  the  council  of  Constance ;  and  now,  that  the  pope  is 
above  the  council,  is  *  sententia  fer^  communis  f  nay,  it  is 
^fere  de  fide,'  saith  Bellarmine^  Which  expression  of  his 
i^hows  plainly,  that  articles  of  faith  grow  in  the  womb  of  the 
Roman  church,  as  an  embryo,  to  be  perfected  when  the  pope 
i^all  see  his  time.  Nay,  if  the  pope's  definition  ^  in  cathedrd' 
be  infallible,  or  if  it  can  be  known  where  the  pope  does  define 
*  in  cathedr& ;'  this  proposition  that  *  the  pope  is  above  a 
council,'  is  more  than  ^  fere  de  fide ;'  for,  that  '  the  council 
is  superior,'  is  an  heretical  opinion,  and  the  favourers  of  it 
heretics,  Pius  IV.  afiirmed*,  in  his  complaint  against  JLansaek, 
the  French  ambassador  in  the  council  of  Trent,  and  he 
direatened  to  persecute  and  chastise  them.  And  the  like  is 
to  be  said  concerning  that  fine  new  article  of  faith  made  by 
pope  Paul  IV.,  of  which  I  have  spoken  in  the  first  section, 
that  a  pope  cannot  be  bound,  much  less  can  he  bind  himself, 
viz.,  )[)y  an  oath;  for  that  was  the  subject  matter  of  the 
discourse.  The  number  of  the  seven  sacraments  is  now  an 
Article  of  the  Roman  faith,  taught  in  their  catechisms,  deter- 
mined in  their  councils,  preached  in  their  pulpits,  disputed 
for  against  their  adversaries ;  and  ^yet  the  council  of  Florence 
was  the  first  council,  and  Peter  Lombard  was  the  first  man 
we  find  ever  to  have  precisely  fixed  upon  that  number,  as 
Bellarminey  and  Valentia*  sufliciently  acknowledge,  even 
when  they  would  fain  deny  it.  Here  I  might  instance  in  the 
seal  of  confession,  which,  as  they  have  at  Rome  passed  it 
under  a  sacramental  lock  and  key,  and  founded  upon  a 
Divine  law  (for  so  they  pretend),  is  one  of  the  new  articles 
of  faith,  which  wholly  depends  upon  the  authority  of  the 
dhureh  of  Rome ;  who,  for  the  sake  of  this,  and  many  other 
articles,  is  compelled  to  challenge  a  strange  power  even  erf 
making  and  imposing  new  creeds,  or  of  quitting  her  new 
articles.  But  the  whole  order  of  sections  in  this  chapter 
will  be  one  continued  argument  of  this  particular. 


«DeConcil.  Auctor.  lib.  ii.  c.   14.  sect.  Ultima  sentenlia;  et  c.  17.  sect. 
Tertia  propositio. 
«  A.  D.  15e«.  y  De  Effect.  Sacr.  lib.  ii.  c.  25.  «ect.  Secunda  probatio. 
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SECTION  VI. 
Of  the  Bicpurgatory  Indices  in  the  Roman  Church. 

They  use  indirect  and  unworthy  arts,  that  they  may  do  it 
without  reproach  and  discovery ;  and  for  this,  I  instance  in  the 
whole  affair  and  annexes  of  their  expurgatory  indices;  con- 
cerning which,  three  things  are  said  in  the  first  part  of  this ' 
Dissuasive.  1.  That  the  king  of  Spain  gave  a  commission  to 
the  inquisitors  to  purge  all  catholie  authors,  but  with  a  clause 
of  secrecy.  2.  That  they  purged  the  indices  of  the  fathers* 
Works.  3.  That  they  did  also  purge  the  works  of  the  fathers 
themselves.  The  first  and  the  last  are  denied  by  them  that 
wrote  against  the  *  Dissuasive  :*  the  second  they  confess,  and 
endeavour  to  justify.  But  how  well,  will  appear  when  I  have 
first  made  good  the  first  and  the  last. 

1.  That  the  king  of  Spain  gave  a  clancular  commission 
to  the  inquisitors,  can  be  denied  by  no  man,  but  by  him  that 
hath  ignorance  for  his  excuse;  and  then  also  the  ignorance 
Ought  rather  to  be  modestly  confessed,  than  a  fault  charged 
upon  him,  who,  knowing  it,  did  affirm  it'.  But  the  com-* 
mission  is  printed  both  in  Dutch  and  Latin,  together  with 
the  expurgatory  indices  of  Belgium  and  Madrid,  at  Henovia 
or  Renault,  by  Gulielmus  Antonius,  1611,  in  which  the 
king  affirms,  that  he  caused  the  Belgick  index  to  be  printed 
by  his  own  chief  printer,  at  his  own  charge,  "  Non  quidem 
evulgandum,  distrahendumque ;  sed  distribuendum  solis  cog- 
hitoribua,''  &c.  And  a  little  after,  giving  faculty  to  the 
prelates  to  choose  one  or  more  assistants,  he  adds,  "  lique 
ipsi  privatim,  nuUisque  consciis,  apud  se  indicem  expurgar 
tcMrium  habebunt,  quem  eundem  neque  aliis  communicabunt, 
neque  ejus  exemplum  uUi  dabunt,*"  &c.  This  then  is  soon  at 
at  end. 

2.  But  Junius,  that  published  the  indices,  seems  to  say 

•  E.  W.  page  17.  '  He  is  false  and  faulty  through  this  whole  section ; 
faulty,  in  telling^  us  of  a  clancular  commission  given  by  the  king  of  Spain  to 
the  inquisitors^  &c.  without  directing  us  either  to  book  or  index  where  to 
find  it.' — This  commission  is  in  Junius's  edition  of  the  Indices  Expurgatorii ; 
and  of  this  book  thd  author  of  a  Letter  to  a  Friend  did  make  use,  as  appears 
in  his  sixth  page,  under  n»  16. 
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that  they  did  not  purge  the  works  of  the  fathers.     To  this 
the  answer  that  Junius  himself  makes,  is  sufficient ;    for  he 
instances  in  their  purgation  of  Bertram,  who  yet  was  .elder 
than   Haymo,    Theophylact,    CEcumenius,    and  almost    two 
hundred  years  before  St.  Bernard ;  and  yet  they  openly'  pro- 
fessed to  use  him  as  they  please:    and   when  Bertram  had 
said  *  visibiliter,'    they  commanded  he  should  be  read    *  in- 
visibiliter  f  which  is  a  pretty  little  change,  and  very  meet  to 
Bertram*s  sense  surely.      But  Bellarmine^  is   also,    in    this 
particular,    a  witness   beyond  exception ;    for   when  he  had 
recited  an  objection  out   of   St.   Chrysostom,  proving   that, 
in  the  times  of  heresy,  there  is  no  way  of  finding  truth  but 
by  the  Scripture ;  having  nothing  else  to  answer,  he  says, 
The  book  was  either  written  or  interpolated  by  an  Arian; 
'^  £t  propterea  totus  hie  locus,  tanquam  ab  Arianis  insertus, 
e  quibusdam  codicibus  nuper  emendatis  sublatus  est."     But 
the  thing  is  plain  also  in  the  *  indices^  themselves ;  for  in  the 
Spanish  index,   by  the  command  of  Caspar  Quiroga,  arch- 
bishop of  Toledo,  and  in  that  also  of  Sandoval,  the  purge 
hath  passed  upon  the  *  Bibliotheca  sanctorum  Patrum,'  col- 
lected by  Binius;  where,  not  only  the  gloss  upon  St.  Gre- 
gory of  Neocsesarea,    but  the   works  of   St.  Anthony   the 
abbot,  St.  Melito,  Mark  the  hermit,  Dorotheus,  and  divers 
others,  are  purged ;  and  that  the  reader  may  be  satisfied  in 
the  manner  and  design  of  the  proceeding,    the  doctrines  or 
sayings  to  be  blotted  out  are  these  *^:  "We  have  learned  to 
worship  and  venerate  that  nature  only^  that  is  uncreated  :" — 
**  dele  solummodo^''  said  the  good  fathers  of  the  purges  :— 
*  Prudence,   and  life,  and  piety,    make   the  priest:'  —  *  A 
wicked  mind  cannot  be  justified:' — *He  that  keeps  not  the 
commandments,  does  not  believe  rightly :' — *  Only  the  Holy 
Trinity  is  properly  incorporeal :' — ^  A  spiritual  prayer  helps 
not  an  unclean  mind.'     These  are  all  doctrines  very  dangerous 
and  heretical,  and^  therefore,  though  the  fathers  teach  them, 
yet  *  deleantur,'  let  them  pass  through   the  fire,  and  leave 
their  dross  behind  them.     But  I  desire  the  reader  to  observe, 
that  when,  in  the  Sandoval  edition  of  the  index,  an  order  was 
taken  for  the  purging  the    •  Bibliotheca    Patrum,'    in   the 

^  De  Verbo  Dei,  lib.  iv.  ell.  sect.  Sexto  profert. 
c  Edit.  Hanov.  161 1 .  p.  282. 
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edidoh  of  it  at  Cblone,  the  Sandoval  canon  was  not'observed ; 
and  the  reason  given  for  it  was  this,  '*  Lest  the  heretics  may 
have  occasion  given  them  to  insult;^  which  they  could  not 
do,  unless  they  had  taken  their  adversaries  in  their  tamper* 
ing.  '  But  they  are  gone  yet  one  step  further  in  this  par- 
ticular; for  in  the  latter  editions  of  the  *  Bibliotheca  V  they 
do  not  add  the  title  of  *  sanctorum^  to  them,  but  *patrutii' 
only,  and  *  Ecclesiasticorum  Scriptorum;^  according  to  the 
order  of  the  Sandovied  expurgatory  index,  printed  at  Madrid, 
161^,  and.  of  the.  Quirogian  index,  printed  there  1588.  So 
that,  as  they  are  forced  secretly  to  imply  that  they  are  not 
so  right  for  their  catholic  cause,  as  they  would  have  them ; 
so  they  are  resolved,  whatsoever  is  not  so,  shall  not  pass 
with  them  for  holy.  And  in  this  diminution  and  dishonour 
of  the  toiemory .  of  the  ancient  fathers,  St.  Clement  of  Alex* 
andria*s  goipd  ;  name  hath  suffered  shipwreck  ;  for  *^  in  Cle- 
mente  Alexandrino%  in  duplici  titiilo  opens,  dele  titulum 
Divi;''^  for  now  it  happens,  in  some  measure,  to  them  that 
have  in  honour  the  memory  of  such  men,  that .  seemed  to 
speak  any  thing  against  the  errors  of  the  Roman  church, — ^as 
it  did  to  Arulenus  Rusticus  praisihg  of  Fsetus  Thrasea,  and  to 
Herennius  Senecio  commending  Priscus  Helvidius,  ^^  capitale 
fuit,"  said.  Tacitusf  ;  and  this  is  notorious  in  their  tables,  their 
new-fashioned. diptychs,  where  men  of  honourable  name  and 
great  worth  are  called  "  daiiinati  auctores,''  and  their  very 
name  commanded  to  be  put  out,  and  some  periphrasis  set 
do^n  for  them.  2.  Biit  that  I  may  give  one  pregnc^nt  in- 
stance of  their  purging  the  fathers ;  I  desire  him  that  is 
curious  and  would  be  satisfied  in  this  thing,  to  see  the 
edition  of  SL  Austin,  at  Venice;  andjn  the  inscription  of  his 
works,  he  shall  find  this  confession,  ^.^  In  quo,  praeter  locorum 
inultorum  restitutionem  secundum  collationem  veterum  ex- 
emplarium,  curavimus  removeri  ilia  omnia,  quee  fidelium 
mentes  haeretic^  pravitate  possent  inficere,  aut  a  qatholicd 
ortlKxloxa  fide  deviare."^  And  in  the  Quirogian  index,  which 
hath  these  words,  ^^  Sunt  autem  fere  omnia,  quae  offendunt  \ix 
prologis  et  marginalibus  annotatiohibus,'*  we  may.  easily  see, 
that;  not  the  prologues  and  annotations  alone  are  guiUy»  but 

»  *  "  * 

*  Edit.  ParU.  1610.  « Index  Expurg.  Sandov.  p.  83, 

*  Agric.  Vit.  sect,  2.  Oberlio^ 
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even  St  Austin's  text.  But  beyond  conjecture,  the  thing  is 
in  itself  evident.  But  the  lathers'  words  are  expunged  in 
one  place,  and,  consequently,  condemned  in  every  place; 
which  is  that  I  intended  in  the  citation  of  those  words  by 
Junius,  and  which  were  also  set  down  in  the  first  part  of  the 
Dissuasive.  But  both  in  the  text  and  index  of  St.  CynV  €i 
Alexandria,  these  wards  are,  and  yet  commanded  to  be, 
blotted,  '^  Habitat  Jesus  per  fidem  in  cordibus  i^ostris.^ 
Which  very  words  are  not  in  St.  Cyril  only,  but  in  St. 
Paul'  too;  and  by  St.  Cyril  quoted  with  a  <  sieut  scnptum 
esi* 

And  again,  '^  Deleantur  ex  textu  ilia  verba,  fidei  autem 
gratiam  cum  his  qui  vald^  inquinati  sunt,  turn  etiam  paulum 
morbo  affeotis,  satis  ad  emendationem  valituram  esse  fidem, 
dicens  fides  sola  justificat,"  are  commanded  to  be  blotted  ^ 
and  yet  they  are  both  in  the  indrac  and  text  of  St.  Jerome. 
So  the  gloss  of  Epiphanius*,  of  <  Creaturam  non  adorare,*  is 
commanded  to  be  blotted  out ;  when  the  words  of  Epipha- 
nius's  text  are,  ^^  Sanota  Dei  ecclesia  creaturam  hon  adorat,^ 
and  it  is  so  in  other  places,  of  which  the  indices  th^nselves 
are  the  best  testimony.  And  that  no  man  may  question 
whether  they  purged  the  fathers,  yea  or  no,  Sixtus  Senensis 
said  it  to  Pius  V.,  <<  Deinde  expurgari  et  emaculari  curasti 
omnia  catholicorum  Scriptcnrum,  ac  prascipu^  veterum  patnim 
scripta:^  ^^Espedally  the  writings  of  the  ancient  fathers" 
were  purged. 

Now  true  it  is,  that  in  the  following  words  he  pretends  a 
reason  why  he  did  so,  and  tells  what  things  were  purged ; 
*  even  those  things  which  were  infected  and  poisoned  by  the 
heretics  of  our  age.'  These  last  words,  and  this  reason,  was 
not  cited  in  the  first  part,  when  the  former  words  were  made 
use  of;  and,  therefore,  an  outcry  was  raised  by  them  that 
wrote  against  it,  as  if  they  had  been  concealed  by  fraudiiloit 
design  ^.  To  which  I  answer,  that  I  was  not  willing  to  inter- 
rupt the  order  of  my  discourse,  with  quoting  words  which 
are  neither  true  nor  pertinent.  For  they  have  in  them  no 
truth,  and  no  good  meaning.  They  are  *  protestatio  contra 
factmn ;'  as  being  set  there  to  persuade  the  world,  that  none 

'  In  Eaai.  lib.  i.  c.  51.  in  fin.  B  Ephes.  iii.  17.  " 

k  Index  Qoirog.  p.  74.  »  In  Epist.  ad  Rom.  c.  10.  h«res.  69. 
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of  the  fathers,  or  modem  catholics,  were  purged,  unless  the 
Lutherans  had  corrupted  them ;  when  all  the  world  knows, 
they  have  purged  the  writings  of  the  catholics,  old  and  new, 
fathers  and    moderns,    which  themselves  had  printed,  and 
formerly  allowed ;  but  now,  being  wiser,  and  finding  them 
to  give  too  much  evidence. against  them,  they  have  altere4 
theip.     I  could  instance  in  many ;  but  I  shall  not  need,  since 
enough  may  be  seen  in  doctor  Jameses  table  of  books,  which 
were  first  set  forth  and  approved,  and  afterwards  censured  by 
themselves.     I  shall  trouble  my  reader  but  with  one  instance. 
That  one  is,  the  work  of  Ferus  upon  St.  John's  first  epistle^ 
which  was  printed  at  Antwerp,  15^6,  with  the  privilege  given 
by  king  Philip  to  Martinus  Nutius,  with  this  elogy ;  *^  Nam 
suae  nuyestati  patuit  librum  esse  omnino  utilem,  et  nihil  con* 
tinere  quod  pias  aures  merito  ofiendere  possit/^     The  same 
book  was  printed  at  Paris,  155S,  by  De  Marnet,  and  1556, 
by  Audoen  Petit,  or  Parvus ;  at  Lyons,  1^59»  by  Jacobus  de 
Mellis ;  and  the  same  year  at  Louvain,  by  Sarvatius  Sessenus, 
|ind  at  Mentz,  where  he  was  preacher,  by  Francis  Behem ; 
and  after  all  this,  it  was  printed  at  Paris,  1663,  by  Gabriel 
Buon ;  and  at  Antwerp,  1565,  by  the  heirs  of  Nutius.     Now 
all  these  editions  were  made  by  the  papists,  and  allowed  of; 
and  no  protestant,  ^  no  heretic  of  that  age,^  that  I  may  use 
the  words  of  Senensis,   *  had  corrupted  them ;'  neither  is  it 
pretended  that  they  did:  and  yet  this  book  was  purged  at 
Borne,    1577,   and   altered,   added,    and   detracted,   in    one 
hundred   and   ninety-four  places;    of  the   nature  and   con- 
sequence of  which  alterations,   I  ^ve  this  one  instance:  in 
the  second  chapter,  where  Ferus,  in  the  old  edition  of  Mentx, 
Louvain,  Antwerp,  &c.,  had  these  words,  "  Scriptura  sacra 
data  est  nobis  ceu  certa  quaedam  regula  Christianas  doctrinae  C* 
but  in  the  Boman  edition,  1577,  the  words  are  changed  thus : 
^^  Sacra    Scriptura   et   traditio    pobis    data    sunt  ceu   certa 
qusedam  regula  Christianas  doctrinae.^    By  which  instance  it 
plainly  appears,   that   the  inquisitors  general  and  the  pope 
purge  others  than  what  the  heretics  have  corrupted,  and  that 
these  words  of  Sixtus  Senensis  are  but  a  false  cover  to  a  foul 
dish,   when    they  could  no  longer  hide  it.    Nay,   even   the 
rules  given  by  the  pope  him^lf,  Clement  VIII.,  give  order 
for  prohibiting  the  books  of  the  catholics,  before  they  be 
purged.     ^^  Si    nonnuUa    contineant    quae   sine   delectu  ab 
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omnibus  legi  non  expedit  :'^  and  in  the  preface  to  the  Sandoval 
index^  it  is  said :  **  Obiter  autem,  in  quorundam  orthodox- 
orum  libris,  nonnuUi  lapsus  aut  quaedam  obscurius  dicta  depre- 
hensa,  quibus  expurgatio,  explicatio,  aut  cautio  prudenter 
adhibita,  ne  minus  cautos  lectores  contihgat  impingere.'^ 
Which  is  a  plain  indication  >  that  the  church  of  Rome  pro- 
ceeds in .  her  purging  of  books  upon  other  accounts' than 
removing  the  corruptions  lately  introduced  by  the  Lutherans 
or  Calvinists.  And  aU  this,  and  much  more,  being  evident 
and  notorious,  there  was  reason  then  to  think,  as  I  do  still, 
that  those  words  were  of  no  use  to  be  added,  unless  to  give 
occasion  of  impertinent  wrangling ;  but  that  there  could  be 
no  other  desigq  in  it,  is  manifest  by  what  I  have  now  said. 
8.  But  that  the  expurgatory  *  Indices'  had  the  less  need  to 
do  much  of  this,  since  their  work  was  done  to  their  hands  ™^ 
For  the  fathers*  works  had  passed  through  fire  ordeal  many 
times  before.  I  instanced  in  the  edition  of  St.  Ambrose,  by 
Ludovicus  Saurius,  wherein  many  lines  were  cancellated,  and 
the  edition  spoiled;  and  this  was  done  by  the  authority  of 
two  Franciscans ° ;  **  Qui  pro  autoritate  has  omnes  paginas 
dispunxerunt  ut  vides,  et  illas  substitui  in  locum  priorum 
curaverunt,  praeter  omnem  librorum  nostrorum  fidem,''  said 
Saurius.  Against  this,  it  is  said,  that  it  is  a  slander,  because 
the  *  Index  Expurgatorius'  was  not  appointed  till  the  end  of 
the  council  of  Trent,  which  was  A.  D.  1563,  and,  therefore, 
could  not  put  a  force  upon  Saurius,  who  corrected  this  book, 
and  assisted  at  the  edition  of  it,  1569.  To  which  I  answer, 
that  it  was  not  said,  that  the  *  Index  Expurgatorius'  put  a 
force  upon  Saurius ;  but  only  a  force  was  put  upon  him :  and 
that  it  was  so  by  two  Franciscans,  Junius,  who  tells  the 
story,  does  affirm.  2.  For  aught  appears  to  the  contrary, 
nay,  most  probable  it  was  so,  that  this  force  was  put  upon 
him  by  the  authority  of  the  ^Expurgatorius  Index;'  for 
though  the  council  of  Trent  appointed  one,  a  little  before  its 
ending,  which  was  in  1663,  yet  there  was  an  index  made 
before  that,  by  pope  Paul  IV.,  who  died  four  years  before  the 
end  of  the  council ;  and  this  he  **  made  by  the  council  of  all 
the  inquisitors,  and  of  many  famous  men,  who   sent   him 

»  Reg.  5.  »  By  the  author  of  the  Letter,  and  E.  W. 
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advice  from  all  parts,  and  he  made  a  most  complete  cata* 
Ipgue^,  to.  which  nothing  can   be  added ,  except  some  book 
come  forth  within  two  years,'^  said  friar  Auguptin  Selvagoo, 
archbishop  of  Genoa.     So  that  here  was  authority  enough, 
and  there  wanted  no  zeal,  and  here  is   matter  of  fact  com- 
plained of^  by  the  parties  suifering.     4.  It  would,  indeed, 
have  been  matter  of  great   scandal  and  reproach,  to   have 
openly  handled  all  the  fathers  indifferently,  as  they  used  the 
moderns ;  and  though,  as  I  have  proved>  this  did  not  wholly 
restreun  them,  yet  it  abated  much  of  their  willingness ;  but 
there  was  less  need  of  it,  because  they  had  very  well  purged 
them  before,  by  cancellating  the  lines,  by  parting  the  pages, 
by   corrupting    their    writings,    by   putting    glosses    in  the 
margent,  and  afterwards  putting  these  glosses  into  the  text. 
"  Quod  lector  ineptiens    annbtarat   in   margine   sui   codicis, 
scribae  retulerunt  in  context um,*'  said  Erasmus,  in  his  preface 
to  the  works  of  St.  Austin,  to  the  archbishop  of  Toledo;   and 
the  same  also  is  observed  by  the  Paris  overseers  of  the  press, 
in   their  preface  to  their   edition  of  St.  Austin's   works,  at 
Paris,  1571,  by  Martin  and  Nivellius.     And  this  thing  was 
notorious  in  a  considerable  instance,  in   St.   Cjrprian,    '  de 
Unitate  EcclesiseP;   where,  after  the  words  of  Christ  spoken 
to  St.  Peter,  and  recorded  by  St.  Matthew,  there  had  beien  a 
marginal  note,    '  Hie  Petro  primatus   datur  ;\  which   words 
they  have  brought  into  the  Roman  and  Antwerp  editions ; 
but  they  have  both  left  out  '  Hie,'  and  the  Roman,  instead  of 
it,  hath   put  '  Et.*"     And   whereas,    in    the    old   editions  of 
. Cyprian ,   even   the   Roman  itself,   these   words   were,   "He 
who  withstandeth    and   resisteth    the   church,    doth  he  trust 
himself  to  be  in  the  church?^'    somebody  hath   made  bold 
to  put  the  words  thus,  in  the  text  of  the  edition  of  Antwerp ; 
"  He  who  forsaketh  Peter's  chair,   on   which  the  church  is 
founded,  doth,  he.  trust  himself  to  be  in  the  church  ?'' — But 
in  how  many  places  that  excellent  book  of  St.  Cyprian's  is 
interlined,   and    spoiled  by  the  new  correctors,   is  evident  to 
him  that  shall  compare    the   Roman   edition    with   the  elder 
copies,  and  them   with   the    later  edition   of   Antwerp;  and 
PameUus  himself  %  concerning  some   words,  saith,    '*  Atque 

•o  Concil.  Trident,  in  primal  sessione  sub  Pio  quarto. 
P  Vide  Pamelii  annot.  iu  libruro.  ^       •*  Ibid, 
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tAeb  non  sumus  veriti  in  tectum  inserere.^  I  obuld  bridg  &I 
many  considerable  instances,  though  it  bfe  more  ti^m  ptt>- 
bable,  that  of  forty  falsities  in  the  abusing  the  rathers* 
writings  by  Roman  hands,  there  was  not  perhaps  above 
one  or  two  discoveries;  yet  this,  and  many  other  concur- 
tences,  might  make  it  less  needful  to  pass  theif  sponges 
upon  the  fathers.  But  when  the  whole  charge  of  print* 
ing  of  books  at  Rome  lies  on  the  apostolical  see,  as  Ma- 
nutius'  tells  us;  it  is  likely  enough,  that  all  shall  be  taken 
care  of,  so  as  shall  serve  their  purposes.  And  so  the  printer 
tells*  us,  viz.,  "  That  such  care  was  taken  to  have  them  so 
corrected,  that  there  should  be  no  spot  which  might  infect 
the  minds  of  the  simple,  with  the  show  or  likeness  of  false 
doctrine.''  And  now  by  this,  we  may  very  well  perceive, 
how  the  force  was  put  upon  Saurius,  in  the  purging  Stl 
Ambrose,  even  by  the  inquisitors  ;  and  that  by  the  authority 
and  care  of  the  pope :  and,  therefore,  though  the  works  of 
most  of  the  greater  fathers  were  not  put  into  the  expurgatory 
indices,  yet  they  were  otherwise  purged,  that  is,  most  shames- 
fuUy  corrupted,  torn  and  maimed,  and  the  lesser  fathers 
passed  under  the  file  in  the  expurgatory  indices  themselves. 

3.  But  then,  that  they  purged  the  indices  of  the  fathers* 
works,  is  so  notorious,  that  it  is  confessed,  and  endeavoured 
to  be  justified*.  But  when  we  come  to  consider,  that  many 
times  the  very  words  of  the  fathers  which  are  put  into  thfe 
index,  are  commanded  to  be  expunged,  it  at  once  shows, 
that  fain  they  would,  and  yet  durst  not  expunge  the  words 
out  of  the  books,  since  they  would  be  discovered  by  thdr 
adversaries,  and  they  would  suffer  reproach  without  doing 
any  good  to  themselves.  Now  whereas  it  is  said*,  that, 
*'  therefore,  the  words  of  the  fathers  are  blotted  out  of  the 
indices,  because  they  are  set  down  without  antecedents,  and 
consequents;  and  prepare  the  reader  to  an  ill  sense:'*'  this 
might  be  possible,  but  we  see  it  otherwise  in  the  instances 
themselves,  which  oftentimes  are  so  plain,  that  no  context, 
no  circumstances,  can  alter  the  proposition:  which  is  most 
of  all  notorious  in  the  "^  deleaturs*  of  the  indices  of  the  Bible, 

^  Epist.  lib.  ix.  ad  Jacobum  Gorseium. 

•  In  praef.  ad  Pium  Quartum  in  librum  Cardinalis  Poli  de  Concilio. 
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set  fofth  hf  Robert  Stephens.  ^^  Credens  Christo  lion  mo-> 
rietUr  ia  setemum^^-^this  is  to  be  blotted  out;  and  yst 
Christ  hiitis^  said ""  it»  ^^  Everj  one  that  lives,  and  believes 
in  me,  shall  n^ver  die.^~'*  Justus  coram  Deo  nemo,'''  is  to 
be  blotted  out  of  Robert  Stephens^s  index ;  and  yet  David ' 
prayed,  *^  Enter  not  into  judgment  with  thy  servant,  O  Lord; 
icx  in  thy  sight  shall  no  man  liviiig  be  justified/' — Now 
what  antecedent,  or  what  context,  or  what  circumstances, 
Can  alter  the  sense  of  these  places  ;  which  being  the  same 
in  the  text  and  die  index,  shows  the  good-will  of  the  in*^ 
quisitiHrB ;  and  that  like  kuig  Edward  VI.'s  tutor,  they  coru 
tected  the  prince  upon  his  page's  back  ;  and  they  have  given 
sufficient  warning  of  the  danger  of  those  words  wherever 
they  find  them  in  the  fathers,  since  they  have  so  openly 
rebuked  them  in  the  indices.  And,  therefore,  I  made  no 
distinction  of  places ;  but  reckoned  those  words  censured  in 
tins  expurgatory  tables  as  the  fkther's  wcnrds  caisured  or  ex- 
punged ;  and  in  this  I  followed  the  style  of  their  own  bookp^ 
for  in  the  Belgic  index  %  the  style  is  thus ;  ^^  In  Hieronymi 
Operibus  expungenda,  quse  sequuntur,''  and  yet  they  are  the 
•dholia,  indices,  and  sense  of  the  fathers  set  down,  and 
printed  in  the  same  volume  altogether  ;  and,  having  the  same 
Fate,  and  ail  upon  the  same  account,  I  had  reason  to  charge  it 
as  I  did. 

And  how  far  the  evil  bf  this  did  proceed,  may  easily 
be  conjectured  by  what  was  done  by  the  inquisition  in  the 
yeat  1S59>  in  which  there  was  a  catalogue  of  sixty-two 
printers;  and  all  the  books  wMdi  any  of  them  printed,  of 
what  author,  or  what  language  soever,  prohibited ;  and  all 
books  which  were  printed  by  printers,  that  had  printed  any 
books  of  heretics :  insomuch  that  not  only  books  of  a  hun- 
dred)  two  hundred,  three  hundred  years  ago,  and  approbation, 
were  piDhibited,  but  there  scarce  r^nained  a  book  to  be 
read. 

But  by  this  means  they  impose  upon  men's  £aiih  and 
ccmsci^iceB ;  suffering  them  to  allow  of  nothing  in  any  man, 
no  not  in  the  fathers,  but  what  themselves  mark  out  for 
them;  not  measuring  their  own  doctrines  by  the  ancients, 

*  JobD,  zi.  26.       '  Psal.  cxlii.  v.  1.  alias  cxliii.      >  Pag^«  70.  edit.  1611. 
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but.  reckoning  their  sayings  to  be,  or  not.  to  be  catholic^ 
according  as  they  agree  to  their  present  opinions:  which  is 
infinitely  against  the  candour,  ingenuity,  and  confidence  of 
truth,  which  needs  none  of  these  arts.  And  besides  all  this, 
how  shall  it  be  possible  to  find  out  tradition  by  succession, 
when  they  so  interrupt  and  break  the  intermedial  lines?  And 
this  is  beyond  all  the  foregoing  instances  very  remarkable  in 
their  purging  of  histories.  In  Munster*s  Cosmography,  there 
was  a  long  story  of  Ludovicus,  the  emperor  of  the  house  of 
Bavaria,  *  that  made  very  much  against  the  see  of  Rome.  It 
is  commanded  to  be  left  out;  and  >'  in  illius  loco  inseratur, 
si  placet,  sequens  historia  *  C  and  then  there  is  made  a  formal 
storv  not  consonant  to  the  mind  of  the  historian.  And  the 
same  Lewis  of  Bavaria  published  a  smart  answer  to  the  bull 
of  pope  John  XXII.,  an  information  of  the  nullity  of  the 
pope^s  proceedings  against  him :  but  the  records  and  monu- 
ments of  these  things  they  tear  out  by  their  expurgatory 
fables;  lest  we  of  later  ages  should  understand  how  the 
popes  of  Rome  invaded  the  rights  of  princes,  and  by  new 
doctrines  and  occasions  changed  the  face,  the  body,  the 
innocence,  and .  the  soul  of  Christian  religion*  The  whole 
apology  of  the  emperor,  Henry  IV.,  and  the  epistles  of  prince 
Frederic  II.**,  they  pull  out  of  the  fifth  tome  of  the  writers  of 
the  German  affairs,  '*  Neque  in  ipsos  modo  auctores,  sed  in 
libros  quoque'eorum  saevitum''  (that  I  may  use  the  words'  of 
Tacitus  %  complaining),  "  delegato  Triumviris  ministerio^  ut 
monumenta  clarissimorum  ingeniorum  in  comitio  ac  foro 
Urerentur.  Scilicet,  illo  igne  vocem  populi  Romani  et  liber- 
tatem  senatus  et  conscientiam  generis  humani  aboleri.  arbi- 
trabantur,  expulsis  insuper  sapientias  professoribiis,  atque 
omni  bond  arte  in  exsilium  acta,  ne  quid  usquam  honestum 
occurreret.'*— For  thus  they  not  only  destroy  the  liberty  rf 
the  church,  and  the  names  of  the  honourable,  and  the  sen- 
tences of  the  wise ;  but  even  hope  to  prevail  upon  the  con- 
sciences of  all  mankind,  and  the  history  of  the  world »  that 
nothing  may  be  remembered;  by  whidi   themselves  may  be 

■  Index  Belg.  p.  161 .;  Impress  A.  D.  161 1%  Hanoviee* 

b  Cancellarius  Bavarise  egregi^  vindicavit  principis  sui  memoriam  £  Bzoyi- 
anis  imposturis. 
9  In  vitS  Julii  Agric.  c.  3. 
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reproved.  =  But  this  is  not  agreeable  to  the  siiiiplicity  and  ui« 
genuity  of  the  Christian  religion* 

Non  tali  auxilio^  nee  defensoribus  istis 
Christu5  eget. 

But  what  Arnobius^  said  to  the  heathen,  in  their  violent  and 
crafty  arts  to  suppress  the  growth  of  Christianity,  may  be  a 
good  admonition  to  these  artists  of  the  inquisition  ;  '^  Interci* 
pere  scripta^  et  publicatam  velle  submergere  lectio^iem,  nou  est 
Deum  defendere,  sed  veritatis  testificationem  timere.^' 
•  One  thing  more  I  am  to  add  here,  that  they  are  so  infi- 
nitely insecure  in. their  errors,  and  so  unsirtisfied  with  the 
learning  of  the  world,  and  they  find  it  so  impossible  to  resist 
the  frequent  and  public  testimonies  of  truth ;  or  indeed  rather 
they  so  grow  in  error,  and  so  often  change  their  propositions ; 
that  they  neither  *  agi*ee  at  one  time,  nor.  does,  one  time 
agree  with  another,  in  their  purgations;  that  a  saint  to-day 
may  be  a  common  person  to-morrow ;  and  that  which  is  au 
allowed  doctrine  now,  •  next  year  may  be  heretical,  or  teme« 
rarious,  or  dangerous.  The  *  Speculum  Oculare '  of  Johannes 
Capnio,  was  approved  by  pope  Leo  X.  It  was  afterwards 
rejected  by  pope  Paul  IV.;  and  him  the  council  of  Trent 
following,  and  rejecting  the  sentence  of  pope  Leo,  did  also 
condemn  it ;  and  the  inquisitors,  to  whom  the  making  of  the 
index  was  committed  by  Paul  IV.,  caused  it  to  be  burnt :  but 
afterwards  the  censors  of  Douay  permit  the  book,  and  so 
it  is  good  again.  What  uncertainty  can  be  greater  to  con- 
sciences, than  what  the  ignorance  or  faction  of  these  men 
cause  .^  Here  is  pope  against  pope,  a  council  against  the 
pope;  and  the  monks  inquisitors  of  Douay,  against  both 
]X>pe  and  council ;  and  what  can  be  the  end  of  these  things  ? 
When  the  Quirogian  Index  came  forth,  a  man  would  think, 
there  had  been  an  end  of  so  much  as  was  there  purged :  and 
certain  it  is,  they  were  cautious  enough,  and  they  purged  all 
they  thought  deserved  it :  but  yet  when  they  of  Salamanca 
published  the  Bible  of  Robert  Stephens,  and  strictly  had 
observed  the  rules  of  cardinal  Quiroga,  '^  Ita  ut  in  con  text  u 
pauca,  in  annotationibus  plurima  omiserint  ^ ;"  yet  other  inqui- 

^  Lib.  iii.  adv.gentes. 
,.    *  Vide  Prsefationem  ad  Lectorenx  in  Ind.  Sandov* 
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sitors,  being  wiset  by  ti  new  figfat^  ilid  flb  blot  und  riftiee,  fuQfl 
scratch  out  many  things  more,  that  the  JBible,  which. Wte  ii 
very  fair  one  in  A.  D.  ]584,  came  forth  exceedingly  defaced 
and  spoiled  in  the  year  1586. 

I  need  not  observe^  that  in  all  the  expiirgatory  iodic^ 
you  shall  not  find  Gasper*  Schioppiusi  or  the  Jesuits  oeos 
sured;  nor  Baronius,  although  he  declared  the  kingdom  of 
Sicily  to  belong  to  the  pope,  and  not  to  the  king  of  Spain ; 
but  if  any  thing  escape  which  lessens  the  pope^s  omnipoteoee 
(it  is  their  own  word),  then  it  is  sure  to  fall  under  the  sponges 
and  the  razor :  so  that  this  mystery  of  iniquity  is  too  evident 
to  be  covered  by  the  most  plausible  pretences  cf  any  inte« 
rested  advocate.  But  if  this  be  the  way,  to  ^top  all  mouths^ 
but  those  that  speak  the  same  thing,  it  is  no  wonder  if  they 
boast  of  unity:  they  might  very  well  do  so;  but  that  the 
providence  of  God,  which  overrules  all  events,  hath  by  hia 
almighly  power  divided  tbem,  in  despite  of  all  their  cunning 
arts  to  seem  to  be  sons  of  one  mother :  only  it  will  be  now  a 
much  more  hard  province,  to  tell  when  their  errors  first 
bc^n,  since  they  have  taken  order  to  cut  out  the  tongues  of 
them  that  tell  us.  And  this  they  have  done  to  thdr  own 
•anon  law  itself^  and  to  the  old  glosses^  in  which  there  were 
remaining  some  footsteps  of  the  aUcient  and  apostolical  doc^ 
trine  ^  upon  which  the  craft  of  the  eneniy  of  mankind,  and 
the  arts  of  interested  persons,  had  not  quite  prevailed ;  as 
is  largely  to  be  seen  in  the  very  censures  themselves  upon 
tiie  glosses,  published  by  the  commaiid  of  pope  Pius  Y.^^ 
1680^ 


SECTION  VII. 


The  Uncharitableness  of  the  Church  of  Home  ih  hdr judging 

of  others. 

4.  The  next  thing  I  charge  upon  them,  is,  that  having  done 
these  things  tb  propagate  their  new  doctrines,  and  to  sup« 
press  those  which  are  more  ancient  and  catholic ;  they  ate  so 
implacably  angry  at  all  that  dissent  from  them,  that  they  not 

f  Imprimebiemtut  eti&m  Hanovite^  prbcarautibtks  Jtttio  et  Pajipo.  161 1, 
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^y  kill  diem  (where  tihey  have  powery^  but  damti  them  ally 
as  far  as  their  sentence  can  prevail.      If  you  be  a  Roman 
Catholic,  let  your  life  be  what  it  will;    their  sacrament  of 
penance  is  vjdoviT  afjiaqre^os  ftvat^Erixov,  *  it  takes  away  alt  theif 
sins'  in  a  quarter  of  an  hour:  but  if  you  difier  from  them^ 
even  in  the  least   point  they  have  declared,  you  are  not  to 
be  endured  in  this   world,  nor  in  the  world  to  come.      In^^ 
deed  this  is  one  of  the  inseparable  characters  of  an  here> 
tic;   he  sets  his  whole  communion  and  ail  his  charity  upon 
his  article ;  for  to  be  zealous  in  the  schism,  that  is  the  cha- 
racteristic of  a  good  man,  that  is  his  note  of  Christiahity :  in 
all  the  test  he  excuses  you  or  tolerates  you,  provided  you  b^ 
a  true  believer ;  then  you  are  one  of  the  fatthfbl,  a  good  itian 
and  a  precious,  you  are  of  the  congregation  of  the  saints^ 
and  one  of  the  godly.     All  solifidians  do  thus ;  and  dl  that 
do  thus  are  solifidians,  the  church  of  Rome  herself  not  ex- 
cepted ;  for  though  in  words  she  proclmms  the  possibility  of 
keeping  all  the  commandments ;  yet  she  dispenses  easier  with 
him  that  breaks   them  all,   than  with  him  that  speaks  ona 
word  against  any  of  her  articles,  though  but  the  least ;  even 
the  eating  of  fish,  and  forbidding  flesh  in  Lent.     So  that  it  is 
faith  they  regard  more  than  charity,  a  right  belief  more  than 
a  holy  life ;  and  for  this  you  shall  be  with  them  upon  terma 
easy  enough,  provided  you  go  not  a  hair^s  breadth  from  any 
thing  of  her  belief.     For  if  you  do,  they  have  provided  fot 
you  two  deaths  and  two  fires,  both  inevitable  and  one  etemalv 
And  this  certainly  is  one  of  the  greatest  evils,  of  which  thfe 
church  of  Rome  is  guilty  :  for  this  in  itself  is  the  greatest 
and  unworthiest  uncharitableness.     But  the  procedure  is  of 
great  use  to  their  ends.     For  the  greatest  part  of  Christians 
are  those  that  cannot  consider  things  leisurely  and  wisely, 
searching  their  bottoms,  and  discovering  the  causes,  or  fore- 
seeing events,  which  are  to  come  after ;  but  are  carried  away 
by  fear  and  hope,  by  afiection  and  prepossession :  and,  there- 
fore, the  Roman  doctors  are  careful  to  govern  them  as  they 
will  be  governed ;  if  you  dispute,  you  gain,  it  may  be,  one, 
and  lose  five ;  but  if  you  threaten  them  with  damnation,  you 
keep  them  in  fetters ;  for  they  that  are  **  in  fear  of  death, 
are  all  their  lifetime  in  bondage,^  saith  the  apostle*:    and 
there  is  in  the  world  nothing  so  potent  as  fear  of  the  two 

»  H^b.  u.  IS. 


503         CHURCH    OF   IIOMe's   UNCHARITABLENESS 

deaths^  which  are  the  two  arms  and,  grapples  of  irdn*  by. 
which   the   church   of  Rome   takes  and  keeps  her  timorous 
or  conscientious  proselytes.     The  easy  protestant  calls  upon 
you  from  Scripture,  to  do  your  duty,  to  build  a  holy  life 
upon  a  holy  faith,  the  faith  of;  the  apostles,  and  first  disciples 
of  our  Lord;  he 'tells  you,  if  you  err  ;  and  teaches  you  the 
truth ;.  and  if  ye  will  obey,  it  is  well;  if  not,  he  tells  you  of 
your  sin,  and  that  all  sin  deserves  the  wrath  of  Grod;  but 
judges  no  man'^s  person,  much  less  any  states  of  men.     He 
knows  that  God^s  judgments  are  righteous  and  true ;  but  he 
knows  also,  that  his  mercy  absolves  many  persons,  who  in 
his  just  judgment  were  condemned :  and  if  he  had  a  warrant 
from  God  to  say,  that  he  should  destroy  all  the  papists,  as 
Jonas  had,  concerning  the  Ninevites ;  yet  he  remembei^  that 
every,  repentance,  if  it  be  sincere,  will  do  more,  and  prevail 
greater,   and   last  longer  than   God'*s  anger   will.      Besides 
these  things,  there  is  a  strange  spring,  and  secret  principle 
in   every   man^s  understanding,   that  it  is  oftentimes  turned 
about    by   such    impulses,   of    which .  no  man  can  give  an 
account.     But  we  all  remember  a  most  wonderful  instance 
of  it,  in  the  disputation  between  the  two  Reynolds's,  John 
and  William  ;  the  fonner  of  which  being  a  papist,  and  the  latter 
a  protestant,  met,  and  disputed,  with  a  purpose  to  confute, 
and  to  convert  each  other,  and  so  they  did :  for  those  argu- 
ments which  were  used,  prevailed  fully  against  their  adversary, 
and  yet  did  not  prevail  with  themselves.     The  papist  turned 
protestant,  and  the  protestant   became  a  papist,  and  so  .re- 
mained to  their  dying  day.  ,  Of .  which  some  ingenious  pCT- 
son  gave  a  most  handsome  account,  in  an  excellent  epigram, 
.which  for  the  verification  of  the  story,  I  have  set  down  in 
the  margent  ^.     But  further  yet,  he  considers  the  natural  and 


X. 


^  Bella,  inter  geminos,  plusquam  civilia^  fratres 

Traxerat  ambiguus  religionis  apex* 
Jlle  reformatae  fidei  pro  partibus  instati 

Iste  reformandam  denegat  esse  fidem. 
Fropositis  causae  ralionibus;  alter  utrinque 

Concurrere  pares,  et  cecid^re  pares.  -         ,  ^ 
Quod  fuit  in  votis,  fratrem  capit  alter  uteique  ;  ■ 

Quod  fuit  in  fatis,  perdit  uterque  fidem. 
Captivi  gemini  sinecaptivante  tuerunt, 

Et  victor  victitcansfugk  castra  petit.    -  ^    - 
Quod  genus  hoc  pugnse  est,  ubi  victus  gaudet  oteiqiie : 

£t  tamen  alterultr  sei  aupetSfise  dolet  ? 
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I'egular  infirmitit»6  of  raankind  ;  and  God  considers  them  much 
more ;  he  knows  that  in  man  there  is  nothing  admirable  but 
his  ignorance,   and  weakness;    his  prejudice,  and  the  infal- 
lible certainty  of  being   deceived  in  man^  things:    he  sees, 
that  wicked  men  oftentimes  know   much  more  than  many 
very  good  men  ;  and  that  the  understanding  is  not  of  itself 
considerable  in  morality,  and  effects  nothing  in  rewards  and 
punishments :    it  is  the  will  only  that  rules  man,  and  can 
obey  God.     He  sees,  and  deplores  it,  that  many  men  study 
hard,  and  understand  little ;  that  they  dispute  earnestly,  and 
understand  not  one  another  at  all  ;    that  affections  creep  so 
certainly,  and  mingle  with  their  arguing,  that  the  argument 
is  lost,'  and  nothing  remains  but  the  conflict  of  two  adver- 
saries* affections;  that  a  man  is  so  willing,  so  easy,  so  ready 
to  believe  what  makes  for  his   opinion,  so  hard  to  under- 
stand an  argument  against   himself,   that  it  is  plain,   it  is 
the  principle  within,  not  the  argument  without,  that  deter- 
mines him :    he  observes  also  that  all  the  world  (a  few  in- 
dividuals  excepted)   are  unalterably   determined  to  the  re- 
ligion of  their  country,  of  their  ifaniily,   of  their  society; 
that  .there  is  never  any  considerable  change  made^  but  what 
is  made  by  war  and  empire,  by  fear  and  hope :    he  remem- 
bers that  it  is  a  rare  thing  to  see  a  Jesuit  of  the  domi- 
nican  opinion;  or  a  dominican  (until  of  late)  of  the  Jesuit; 
but  every   order  gives   laws  to  the  understanding  of  theii: 
novices,  and  they  never  change:    he  considers  there  is  such 
ambiguity   in   words,   by  which  all  lawgivers  express  their 
meaning;    that  there  is   such   abstruseness  in  mysteries  of 
religion,   that  some  things  are   so  much .  too  .  high   for  us^* 
that  we  cannot  understand  them  rightly ;    and  yet  they  are 
so  sacred,    and  concerning,   that  men   will  think   they  are 
bound  to  look  into  them,  as  far  as  they  can;  that  it  is  no 
wonder  if  they  quickly  go  too  far,  where  no  understanding, 
if  it  were  .fitted  for  it,  could  go  far  enough:  but  in  these 
things  it  .will  be  hard  not  to  be  deceived ;  since  our  words 
cannot    rightly    express    those   things ;    that    there   is  such 
variety    of  human    understandings,   that  men^s  faces  differ 
not  so  much  as  their  souls ;  and  that  if  there  were  not  so 
much  difficulty  in  things,  yet  they  could  not  but  be  vari- 
ously apprehended  by   several  men ;    and  .  then   considering 
that   in  twenty '  opinions^  it  may  be,  not  one  of   them  is 
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true;  nay,  wbefteas  Varro  reckoned,  tbftt  -woiong  the  old 
philosoj^erSy  there  were  eight  hundred  opinicns  oonc^ming 
the  <  summum  bonum,^  and  yet  not  one  of  them  hit  the 
right:  they  see  also  that  in  all  religions,  in  all  sodetiea,  in 
all  families,  and  in  all  things,  opiniona  differ;  and  sinoe 
tipinions  are  too  often  b^ot  by  passicxi,  by  passions  and 
violences  they  are  kept,  and  every  man  is  too  apt  to  over* 
value  his  own  opinion ;  and  out  of  a  desire  that  every  man 
ahould  ccmform  his  judgment  to  his  that  teaches,  men  are 
apt  to  be  earnest  in  their  persuasion,  and  over-act  the  pro* 
position ;  and  from  being  true,  as  he  supposes,  he  will  think 
it  profitable;  and  if  you  warm,  him  either  with  confidence, 
or  opposition,  he  quickly  tells  you,  it  is  necessary ;  and  as 
he  loves  those  that  think  as  he  does,  so  he  is  ready  to 
hate  them  that  do  not.;  and  then  secretly  from  widiii^ 
evil  to  him,  he  is  apt  to  believe  evil  will  come  to  him ; 
and  that  it  is  just  it  should :  and  by  this  time,  the  opinioii 
is  troublesome,  and  puts  other  men  upon  their  guard  against 
it ;  and  then  while  passion  reigns,  and  reason  is  modest  and 
patient,  and  talks  not  loud  like  a  storm,  victory  is  more 
regarded  than  truth,  and  men  call  God  into  the  party,  and 
his  judgments  are  used  for  argupdente,  and  the  threatenings 
W  the  Scripture  are  snatched  up  in  haste,  and  men  throw 
*  arrows,  firebrands,  and  death,^  and  by  this  time  all  the 
world  is  in  an  uproar.  All  this,  and  a  thousand  things  more, 
the  English  protestants  considering,  deny  not  their  com- 
munion to  any  Christian  who  desires  it,  and  believes  the 
apostW  creed,  and  is  of  the  religion  of  the  four  first  gmeraf 
councils;  they  hope  well  of  all  that  live  well;  they  receive 
into  their  bosom  all  true  believers  of  what  church  soever; 
and  for  them  that  err,  they  instruct  them,  and  then  leave 
them  to  their  Uberty,  to  stand  or  fall  before  their  own 
master. 

It  was  a  famous  saying  of  Stephen,  the  great  king  of 
Poland;  that  God  had  reserved  to  himself  three  tilings. 
1.  To  make  something  out  of  nothing*  S.  To  know  future 
things,  and  all  that  shall  be  hereafter.  3.  To  have  the  rule 
ova:  consciences.  It  is  this  last,  we  say,  the  church  of  BxHne 
does  arrogate  and  invade. 

1.  By  imposing  articles,  as  necessary  to  salvation,  whi(^ 
God  never  made  so.    Where  hath  God  said,  that  it  ia  neoea- 
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wry  to  salratkin,  that  every  human  creature  should  be  sub* 
ject  to  the  Roman  bishop  ?  But  the  church  of  Rome  says 
it^;  «nd»  by  that>  at  one  blow,  cuts  off  from  heaven  all  the 
other  churches  of  the  world^  Greek,  Armenian,  Ethiopian, 
Russian,  protestants :  which  is  an  act  so  contrary  to  charity, 
to  the  hope  and  piety  of  Christians,  so  dishonourable  to 
the  kingdom  of  Christ,  so  disparagii^  to  the  justice,  to 
the  wisdom  and  the  goodness  <^  God,  as  any  thing  which 
can  be  said.  Where  hath  it  been  said,  that  it  shall  be  a 
part  of  Christian  faith,  to  believe,  that  though  the  fathers 
of  llie  church  did  communicate  infants,  yet  they  did  it  with* 
•  out  any  opinionuof  necessity  ?  And  yet  the  church  of  Rome 
hath  determined  it,  in  one  of  her  general  councils^,  as  a 
thing,  ^  sine  controversia  credendum,'  <  to  be  believed  with* 
out  doubt,^  or  dispute:  it  was  indeed  the  first  time  that  this 
was.  made  a  part  of  the  Christian  reUgicm ;  but  then  let  all 
wise  men  take  heed  how  they  ask  the  church  of  Rome; 
where  was  this  part  of  her  reUgion  before  the  council  of 
Trent  ?  for  that  is  a  secret :  and,  that  this  is  a  part  of  their 
feligion,  I  suppose  will  not  be  denied,  when  a  general  ooun« 
cil  hath  determined  it  to  be  a  truth  without  controversy,  and 
to  be  held  accordingly.  Where  hath  God  said,  that  those 
ohurdhes  that  differ  from  the  Roman  church  in  some  pro- 
positions, cannot  confer  true  orders,  nor  appoint  ministers 
cl  the  Gospel  of  Christ  ?  and  yet,  *  Super  totam  materiam,' 
the  church  of  Rome  is  so  implacably  angry  and  imperious 
with  the  churches  of  the  protestants,  that,  if  any  English 
priest  turn  to  them,  they  re-ordain  him;  which  yet  them* 
selves  call  sacrileg^us,  in  case  his  former  ordination  was 
valid;  as  it  is  impossible  to  prove  it  was  not,  there  being 
neither  in  Scripture,  nor  catholic  tradition,  any  laws,  order, 
or  rule,  touching  our  case  in  this  particular.  Where  hath 
God  said,  that  penance  is  a  sacrament,  or  that,  without  con- 
fesrion  to  a  priest,  no  man  can  be  saved  ?  If  Christ  did  not 
institute  it,  how  can  it  be  necessary  ?  and  if  he  did  institute 
it,  yet  the  church  of  Rome  ought  not  to  say,  it  is  therefore 
necessary;  for  with  them  an  institution  is  not  a  command, 

'  Extiav.  defMnjorit.^t  obedien.  dicimuju  defimmua^  pronunciamus  abao* 
lat^  Qeceiiarium  ad  aaluteia  omni  humasse  creature  lubesse  Romano  ppn* 
tiflci. 

^  Sees.  1,  cap.  4. 
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though  Christ  be  the  institutor ;  and  if  institution  be  equal 
to  a  commandment,  how  then  comes  the  sacrament  not  to  be 
administered  in  both  kinds ;  when  it  is  confessed,  that  in  both 
kinds  it  was  instituted  ? 

2.  The  church  of  Rome  does  so  multiply  articles,  that 
few  of  the  laity  know  the  half  of  them,  and  yet  imposes  them 
all  under  the  same  necessity ;  and  if  in  any  one  of  them,  a 
man  make  a  doubt,  he  hath  lost  all  faith,  and  had  as  good 
be  an  infidel;  for  the  churches  authority  being  the  formal 
object  of  faith,  that  is  the  only  reason  why  an  article  is  to  be 
believed ;  the  reason  is  the  same  in  all  things  else:  and, 
therefore,  you  may  no  more  deny  any  thing  she  says,  than 
all  she  says;  and  an  infidel  is  as  sure  of 'heaven,  as  any 
Christian  is  that  calls  in  question  any  of  the  innumerable 
propositions,  which,  with  her,  are  esteemed  ^  de  fidel'  -  Now, 
if  it  be  considered,  that  some  of  the  Roman  doctrines  are  a 
state  of  temptation  to  all  the  reason  of  mankind,  as  the 
doctrine  of  transubstantiation ;  that  some  are  at  least  of 
a  suspicious  improbity,  as  worship  of  images,  and  of  the 
consecrated  elements,  and  many!  others ;  some  are  of  a  nice 
and  curious  nature,  as  the  doctrine  of  merit,  of  condignity 
and  congruity;  some  are  perfectly  of  human  inveiTtions, 
without  ground  of  Scripture,  or  tradition,  as  the  forms  of 
ordination j  absolution,  &c.  When  men  see,  that  sopae  things 
can  never  be  believed  heartily,  and  many  not  understood 
fully,  and  more  not  remembered,  or  considered  perfectly, 
and  yet  all  imposed  upon  the  same  necessity ;  and  as  good 
believe  nothing,  as  not  every  thing;  this  way  is  apt  to  make 
men  despise  all  religion,  or  despair  of  their  own  salvation. 
The  church  of  Rome  hath  a  remedy  for  this ;  and  by  a 
distinction,  undertakes  Uk  save  you  harmless :  you  are 
not  tied  to  believe  all  with  an  explicit  faith;  it  suffices 
that  your  faith  be  implicit,  or  involved  in  the  faith  of  the 
church ;  that  is,  if  you  believe  that  she  says  true  in  all  things, 
you  need  inquire  no  further:  so  that  by  this  means,  the'  au- 
thority of  their  church  is  made  authentic,  for  that  is  the  first 
and  last  of  the  design;  and  ypu  are  taught  to  be  saved  by 
the  faith  of  others ;  and  a  feuth  is  pleached,  that  you  have 
no  need  ever  to  look  after  it;  a  faith,  of  which  you  know 
nothing;  but  it  matters  not,  as  long  as  others  do :  but  theii 
it  is  also  a  faith,  which  can  never  be  the  foundation  of  a  good 
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Jife;  for  upon  ignorance,  nothing  that  is  good,  can  be  built; 
nO)  not  so  much  as  a  bUnd  obedience;  for  even  blindly  to 
obe}',  is  built  upon  something,  that  you  are  bidden  explicitly 
to  believe,  viz.,  the  infallibihty  or  the  authority  of  the  church ; 
but  upon  an  implicit  faith,  you  can  do  more  establish  a 
building,  than  you  can  number  that  which  is  not.  Besides 
this,  an  implicit  faith  in  the  articles  of  the  church  of  Rome 
is  no  sense ;  it  is  not  faith  at  all,  that  is  not  explicit ;  ^  Faith 
comes  by  hearing,^  and  not  '  by  not  hearing;'  and  the  people 
of  the  Roman  church  beUeve  one  proposition  explicitly,  that 
is,  that  their  church  cannot  err ;  and  then  indeed,  they  are 
ready  to  believe  any  thing  they  tell  them ;  but  as  yet  they 
believe  nothing  but  the  infallibility  of  their  guides :  and  to 
call  that  faith,  which  is  but  a  readiness,  or  disposition  to  have 
it,  is  like  filling  a  man's  belly  with  the  meat  he  shall  eat  to- 
morrow night;  an  act  of  understanding  antedated.  But  when 
it  is  considered  in  its  own  intrinsic  nature  and  meaning,  it 
effects  this  proposition,  that  these  things  are  indeed  no 
objects  of  that  faith,  by  which  we  are  to  be  saved  (for  it 
is  strange,  that  men  having  the  use  of  reason,  should 
hope  to  be  saved  by  the  merit  of  a  faith  that  believes 
nothing,  that  knows  nothing,  that  understands  nothing) ;  but 
that  our  faith  is  completed  in  the  essential  notices  of  the  evan« 
gelical  covenant,  in  the  propositions  which  every  Christian, 
man  and  woman,  is  bound  to  know ;  and  that  the  other  pro- 
positions are  but  arts  of  empire,  and  devices  of  government, 
or  the  scholastic  confidence  of  opinions ;  something  to  amuse 
consciences,  and  by  such,  by  which  the  mystic  persons  may 
become  more  knowing  and  revered  than  their  poor  pa- 
rishioners. 

3.  The  church  of  Rome  d^ermines  trifles  and  inconsider- 
able propositions,  and  adopts  them  into  the  family  of  faith. 
Of  this  nature  are  many  things  which  the  popes  determine  in 
their  chairs,  and  send  them  into  the  world  as  oracles.  What 
a  dangerous  thing  would  it  be  esteemed  to  any  Roman 
catholic,  if  he  should  dare  to  question,  whether  the  con- 
secration of  the  bread  and  wine  be  to  be  done  by  the  prayer 
of  the  priest,  or  by  the  mystic  words  of  *  Hoc  est  corpus 
meum,'  said  over  the  elements!  For,  that  by  the  force  of 
those  words,  said  with  right  intention,  the  bread  is  transub- 
stantiated, and  made  the  body  of  Christ,  "  Ecclesia  catholicn 
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magno  consensu  docet,^^  said  fieUarmine^;  so  it  is  also  in 
the  council  of  Florence,  in  the  instruction  of  the  Armenians ; 
so  it  is  taught  in  the  catechism  of  the  council  of  Trent ;  so  it 
is  agreed  by  the  Master  of  the  Sentences  and  his  scholars ; 
by  Gratian,  and  the  lawyers ;  and  so  it  is  determined  in  the 
law  itself,  *  cap.  cum  Martha  extr.  de  eelebratione  missarum.' 
And  yet  this  is  no  certain  thing:  and  not  so  agteeable  to  the 
spirituality  of  the  gospel,  to  suppose  such  a  change  made 
by  the  saying  so  many  words.  And,  therefore,  although  the 
church  does  well  in  using  all  the  words  of  institution  at  the 
consecration  ;  for  so  they  are  carefully  recited  in  the  liturgies 
of  St.  James,  St.  Clement,  St.  Basil,  St.  Chrysostom,  St. 
Ambrose,  the  Anaphora  of  the  Syrians,  in  the  universal 
canon  of  the  Ethiopians,  only  they  do  not  do  this  so  care^ 
fully  in  the  Roman  missaH,  but  leave  out  words  very  con- 
siderable, words  which  St.  Luke  and  St.  Paul  redte;  viz., 
"  which  is  broken  for  you;"  or  "  which  is  given  for  you:*' 
and  to  the  words  of  consecration  of  the  chalice,  they  add 
words  which  Christ  did  not  speak  in  the  institution  and  bene- 
diction; yet,  besides  this,  generally  the  Greek  fathers,  and 
divers  of  the  Latin,  do  expressly  teach,  that  the  consecration 
of  the  elements  is  made  by  the  prayers  of  the  churchy  recited 
by  the  bishop  or  priest:  for  the  Scripture  tells  uSj  that 
Christ  took  the  bread,  he  blessed  it,  and  brake  it,  and  gave 
it  to  them,  saying,  *  Take,  eat.^  It  is  to  be  sup{)osed,  that 
Christ  consecrated  it  before  he  gave  it  to  them ;  and  yet, 
if  he  did,  all  the  .cofasecration  was  effected  by  his  benediction 
of  it:  and  if  (as  the  Romanists  contend)  Christ  gave  the 
sacrament  of  the  Eucharist  to  the  two  disciples  at  Emmaus, 
it  is  certain  there  is  no  record  of  any  other  consecration,  but 
by  Christ's  blessing  or  praying  over  the  elements.  It  is, 
indeed,  possible,  that  something  more  might  be  done  than 
was  set  down,  but  nothing  less;  and,  therefore,  this  conse- 
cration was  not  done  without  the  benediction;  and,  there- 
fore, '  Hoc  est  corpus  meum'  alone  cannot  do  it;  at  least 
there  is  no  warrant  for  it  in  Chrisf  s  example.  And  whett 
St.  Peter,  in  his  ministry,  did  found  and  establish  churches, 
Orationum  ordinem,   quibus  oblata  Deo  SacriiScia  conse^ 
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«  Lib.  iv.  de  Sacr.  Euchar.  cap.  12.  sect.  est.  igitur.  Lib.  Iv.  seDt.  dist.  8. 
'  Inter  Evangelistas,  quae  omittuntur  ab  ano^  supplentur  ab  alio.  Innocen- 
tius  de  offic.  Missae,  lib.  iii.  c.  17. 


IN  HER  JUDGING  OF  OTHERS*  Sl^ 

crantur,  k  St.  Petro  prim6  fuisse  ihstitutum,"  siaid  Isidore, 
Remigius,  Hugo  de   St.  Victore,  and  Alphonsus  k  Castro; 
**  St.  Peter  first  instituted  the  order  of  prayers,  by  which 
the  sacrifices  offered  to  God  were  consecrated  :^  and  in  the 
liturgy  of  St.  James,  after  the  words  of  institution  are  recited 
over  the  elements,   there  is   a  prayer  of  consecration,  "  O 
Lord,  make  this  bread  to  be  the  body  of  thy  Christ,'*  &c« 
Which  words,  although  Bellarmine  troubles  himself  to  answer, 
as  cardinal  Bessarion  did  before  him ;  yet,  we  shall  find  his 
answers  to  no  purpose ;  expounding  the  prayer  to  be  only  a 
confirmation,  or  an  *  amen'  to  what   was  done  before;  foif 
if  that  consecration  was  made  before  that  prayer,  how  comes 
St.  James  to  call  it  *  bread'  after  consecration  ?     And  as  weak 
are  his  other  answers,  saying,  the  prayer  means  that  '  Grod 
Would  make  it  so  to  us,  not  in  itself;'  which,  although  St. 
James   hath  nothing  to  warrant  that  exposition ;  yet  it  is 
true  upon  another  acfcount,  that  is,  because  the  hreaA  be- 
comes Christ's  body  only  to  us,  to  them  who  communicate 
Worthily,  but  never  to  the  wicked,  and  it  is  not  Christ's  body- 
but  in  the  using  it,  and  that  worthily  too.     And,  therefore,  his 
third  answer  (which  he  uses  first)  is  certainly  the  best ;  and 
that  is  the  answer  which  Bessarion  makes,  that,  for  aught 
they  know,  *  the  order  of  the  words  is  changed;   and  that 
the  prayer  should  be  set  before,  not  after  the  words  of  con- 
secration.'    Against  which,  although  it  is  sufficient  to  oppose 
that,  for  aught  they  or  we  know,  the  order  is  not  changed ; 
for  to  this  day,  and  always  (so  far  as  any  rtecord  remains)  tb^ 
Greeks  kept  the  same  order  of  the  words ;    and  the  Greek 
fathers  had  their  sentiment    and   doctrine  agreeable   to  it. 
And,  as  in  St.  James's  liturgy,  so  in  the  missal,  said  to  be 
of  St.   Clement,  the  same  order  is  observed;  and  after  thfe 
words  of  the  institution  or  declaration,   God  is  invocated 
to  "send  his  Holy  Spirit  to  make  the  oblation  to  become  the 
tody  and  blood  of  Chiist.     And  in  pursuance  of  this  Justin 
Martyr  r  calls  it,  T^v  SI  Bif%ris  evxscqiffrviQBtffav  rpo(p^Vf  and  Origens 
u^rovs  ffvvacyvufxivou^  iix  r^v  svxriv'  "  Ad  quorum  preces  Christi 
corpus  sanguisque  conficitur,"  said  St.   Jerome  h;    and  St. 
Austin  calls  the  sacrament,  "  Prece  mystica  consecratum." 

'  Apol.  2.  8  Lib.  viii.  cont.  CeUum.  ^  Lib.  iii.  de  Trinit.  c.  4. 
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But  of  this  thing  I  have  given  an  account  in  other  places* : 
the  use  I  make  of  it  now,  is  this ;  that  the  church  of  Rome  is 
not  only  forward  to  decree  things  uncertain,  or  to  take  them 
for  granted,  which  they  can  never  prove;  but  when  she 
is  by  chance  or  interest,  or  mistake,  fallen  upon  a  proposition, 
she  will  not  endure  any  one  to  oppose  it ;  and,  indeed,  if  she 
did  suffer  a  change  in  this  particular,  not  only  a  great  part  of 
their  Thomistical  theology  would  be  found  out  to  be  sandy 
and  inconsistent ;  but  the  doctrine  of  transubstantiation  would 
have  no  foundation.  True  it  is,  this  is  a  new  doctrine  in  the 
church  of  Rome;  for  Amularius  affirms,  that  the  apostles  did 
consecrate  only  by  benediction  ;  and  Pope  Innocent  III.,  and 
Pope  Innocent  IV.,  taught  that  Christ  did  not  consecrate  by 
the  words  of  "  Hoc  est  corpus  meum  :^  so  that  the  doctrine  is 
new ;  and  yet  I  make  no  question,  he  that  shall  now  say  so, 
shall  not  be  accounted  a  catholic. 

But  the  instances  are  many  of  this  nature,  not  necessary 
to  be  enumerated,  because  they  are  notorious ;  and  when  the 
^  quBBstiones  disputatse,''  as  St.  Thomas  Aquinas  calls  a 
volume  of  his  disputations,  are  (at  least  many  of  them)  past 
into  catholic  propositions,  and  become '  the  general  doctrine 
of  their  church ;  they  do  not  so  much  insist  upon  the  nature 
of  the  propositions,  as  the  securing  of  that  authority  by 
which  they  are  taught.  If  any  man  dissent  in  the  doctrine 
of  purgatory,  or  concomitancy,  and  the  half-communion, 
then  presently  "  Hannibal  ad  portas ;'  they  first  kiU  him, 
and  then  damn  him  (as  far  as  they  can).  But  in  the  great 
questions  of  predetermination,  in  which,  man's  duty,  and  the 
force  of  laws,  ^d  the  powers  of  choice,  and  the  attributes 
of  God,  are  deeply  concerned,  they  differ  infinitely,  and  yet 
they  endure  the  difference,  and  keep  the  communion.  But  if 
the  heats  and  interests  that  are  amongst  them,  had  happened 
to  be  employed  in  this  instance ;  they  would  have  made 
a  dissent  in  these  questions  as  damnable  as  any  other.  But 
the  events  of  salvation  and  damnation  (blessed  be  God)  do 
not  depend  upon  the  votes  and  sentences  of  men,  but  upon 
the  price  which   God   sets   upon   the    propositions;    and    it 

I  Vide  Divine  instit.  of  the  office  Ministerial,  sect.  7.     Of  the  real  and 
spir.  Presence,  sect.  4. 
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would  be  considered,  that  there  are  some  propositions  in 
which  men  are  confident  and  err  securely,  which  yet  have 
great  influence  upon  the  honour  of  God,  or  his  dishonour, 
or  upon  good  or  bad  life  respectively,  than  many  others, 
in  which  the  (piXfrnpcorsvovrs^  make  more  noise,  and  have  less 
consideration.  For  these  things  they  teach  not,  *  as  the 
scribes,  but  as  having  authority;^  not  as  doctors,  but  as 
lawgivers:  which  because  Christ  only  is,  the  apostles,  by 
the  assistance  of  an  infallible  Spirit,  did  publish  his  sanc- 
tions ;  but  gave  no  laws  of  faith,  but  declared  what  Christ 
had  made  so:  and  St.  Paul  was  careful  to  leave  a  note 
of  difference,  with  a  "  hoc  dico  ego,  non  Dominus:""  it 
follows  that  the  church  of  Rom^  does  *'  dominari  fidei  et 
conscientiis,*"  "  make  herself  mistress  of  faith  and  con- 
sciences:''  which  being  the  prerogative  of  God,  it  is  part 
of  his  glory  that  he  will  not  impart  unto  another.  But 
this  evil  hath  proceeded  unto  extremity,  and  armies  have 
been  raised  to  prove  their  propositions;  and  vast  numbers 
of  innocent  persons  have  been  put  to  the  sword,  and  burnt 
in  the  fire,  and  exposed  to  horrible  torments,  for  denying 
any  of  their  articles ;  and  their  saiiits  have  been  their  ensign- 
bearers,  particularly  St.  Dominick ;  and  an  ofiice  of  torment 
and  inquisition  is  erected  in  their  most  zealous  countries. 
•*  Nempe  hoc  est  esse  Christianum,''  this  is  the  Roman 
manner  of  being  Christian:  and  whom  they  can,  and  whom 
they  cannot  kill  they  excommunicate,  and  curse,  and  say 
they  are  damned.  This  is  so  contrary  to  the  communion 
of  saints,  and  so  expressly  against  the  rule  of  the  apostle, 
commanding  us  to  "  receive  them  that  are  weak  in  faith, 
but  not  to  receive  them  unto  doubtful  disputations;"  and 
so  ruinous  to  the  grace  of  charity,  which  hopes  and  speaks 
the  best,  .and  not  absolutely  the  worst  thing  in  the  world ; 
and  so  directly  opposed  to  Christ's  precept,  which  commands 
us,  '  not  to  judge,  that  we  be  not  judged  ;'  and  is  an  enemy  to 
public  peace,  which  is  easily  broken  with  them  whom  they 
think  to  be  damned  wretches,  and  is  so  forgetful  of  human 
infirmity;  and  but  little  considers,  that  in  so  innumerable 
a  company  of  old  and  new  propositions,  it  is  great  odds 
but  themselves  are  or  may  be  deceived ;  and  lastly,  it  is  so 
much  against  the  very  law  of  nature,  which  ever  permits. the 
understanding  free,  though   neither  tongue   nor  hand;  and 
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leaves  all  that  to  the  Divine  judgment,  whidb  ought  neither 
to  be  invaded  nor  antedated;  that  this  evil  doctrine  and 
practice  is  not  more  easily  reproved  than  it  is  pernicious  and 
intolerable,  and  of  all  things  in  the  world  the  most  unlike  the 
spirit  of  a  Christian.  I  know  that  against  this  they  have  no 
answer  to  oppose,  but  to  recriminate ;  and  say  that  ^  we  in  the 
church  of  England  do  so ;  and  hang  their  priests,  and  punish 
by  fines  and  imprisonment  their  lay  proselytes/  To  which 
the  answer  need  not  be  long,  or  to  trouble  the  order  of  the 
discourse.  For,  1.  We  put  none  of  their  laity  to  death  for 
their  opinion;  which  shows  that  it  is  not* 'the  reU^on  is 
persecuted,  but  some  other  evil  appendix.  2.  We  do  not 
pjat  any  of  their  priests  to  death  who  is  not  a  native  of  the 
kingdoms;  but  those  subjects  who  pass  over  hence,  and 
receive  orders  abroad,  and  return  with  evil  errands.  3. 
Ndther  were  these  so  treated,  until  by  the  pope  our  princes 
were  excommunicated,  and  the  subjects  absolved  from  their 
duty  to  them,  and  encouraged  to  take  up  arms  against  them ; 
and  that  the  English  priests  returned  with  traitorous  designs, 
and  that  many  conspiracies  were  discovered.  4.  And  lastly, 
when  much  of  the  evil  and  just  causes  of  fear  did  cease, 
the  severity  of  procedure  is  taken  off,  and  they  have  more 
liberty  than  hitherto  they  have  deserved.  Now,  if  any  of 
these  things  can  be  said  by  the  church  of  Rome  in  her 
defence,  I  am  content  she  shaU  enjoy  the  benefit  of  her 
justification.  For  her  rage  extends  to  all,  laity  as  well  as 
clergy ;  foreign  clergy  as  well  as  domestic,  their  own  people 
and  strangers,  the  open  dissentients  and  the  secretly  suspected : 
those  that  are  delated,  and  those  whom  they  can  inquire  of; 
and  own  that,  which  we  disavow ;  and  which  if  we  did  do,  we 
should  be  reproved  by  our  own  sentences  and  public  profession 
to  the  contrary. 

But  now,  after  all  this,  if  it  shall  appear  that  the  danger  is 
on  the  part  of  the  Roman  church,  and  safety  on  our  side ;  and 
yet  that  we,  in  our  censure  of  their  doctrines,  are  not  so  fierce, 
and  in  our  fears  of  their  final  condition  not  so  decretory  and 
rash ;  then  this  doctrine  of  theirs  against  us,  is  both  the  more 
uncharitable,  and  the  more  unreasonable. 

1.  T^hat  the  church  of  Rome  is  infinitely  confident  they 
are  in  the  right,  I  easily  believe,  because  they  say  they  are ; 
and  they  have  causes  but  too  many  to  create,  or  to  occasion 
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that  confidence  in  them:  for  they  never  will  consider  con- 
cerning any  of  their  articles ;  their  unlearned  men  not  at  all, 
their  learned  men  only  tp  confirm  their  own,  and  to  confute 
their  adversaries^  whose  arguments,  though  never  so  con- 
vincing, they  are  bound  to  loo*k  upon  as  temptations,  and  to 
use  them  accordingly;  which  thing,  in  case  they  can  be 
in  an  error,  may  prove  so  like  the  sin  against  the  Holy 
(rhost,  as  milk  is  to  milk;  if,  at  least,  all  conviction  of 
error,  and  demonstrations  of  truth,  be  the  effect  and  grace 
of  the  Spirit  of  God ;  which  ought  very  warily  to  be  coa- 
sidered. 

But  this  confidence  is  no  argument  of  truth;  for  they 
telling  their  people,  that  *  they  are  bound  to  believe  all  that 
they  teach  with  an  assent,  not  equal  to  their  proof  of  it,  but 
much  greater,  even  the  greatest  that  can  be,'  they  tie  them 
to  believe  it  without  reason  or  proof: .  for  to  believe  more 
strongly  than  the  argument  infers,  is  to  believe  something 
without  the  argument ;  or  at  least  to  have  some  portions  of 
faith,  which  relief  upon  no  argument ;  which  if  it  be  not 
effected  by  a  supreme  and  more  infallible  principle,  can  never 
be  reasonable ;  but  this  they  supply  with  telling  them,  that 
they  cannot  err;  and  this  very  proposition  itself,  needing 
another  supply  (for  why  shall  they  believe  this,  more  than 
any  thing  else,  with  an  assent  greater  than  can  be  effected 
by  their  argiin^ent?),  they  supply  this  also,  with  affrighting 
homilies  and  noises  of  damnation.  So  that  it  is  no  wonder, 
that  the  Roman  people  are  so  confident ;  since  it  is  not  upon 
the  strength  of  their  argument  or  cause  (for  they  arp  taught 
to  bp  copfident  beyond  that),  but  it  is  upon  the  strength  of 
passion,  credulity,  interest,  and  fear,  educatipn,  and  pre- 
tended authority,  all  which,  as  we  hope  God  will  consider  in 
passing  his  unerring  sentence  upon  the  poor  misled  people 
of  the  Roman  communion ;  so  we  also,  considering  their 
infirmity  and  our  own,  dare  not  enter  into  the  secret  of  God's 
judgment,  concerning  all .  or  any  of  their  persons ;  but  pray 
for  them,  and  offer  to  instruct  them ;  we  reprove  then-  false 
doctrines,  and  use  means  to  recal  them  from  darkness,  into 
some  more  light  than  there  they  «ee;  but  we  pass  no 
further ;  and  we  hope  that  this  charity  and  modesty  will  not, 
we  are  sure  it  ought  not,  be  turned  to  our  reproach,  for  this 
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in  the  avo^^  xal  fjLaxpoOvfxicK^,  that  *  toleration'  of  our  erring 
brethren,  and  *  long  sufferance,'  which  we  have  learned  from 
God,  and  it  ought  to  procure  repentance  in  them  ;  and  yet  if 
it  does  not,  we  do  but  our  duty,  always  remembering  the 
words  of  the  great  apostle,  which  he  spake  to  the  church  of 
Rome,  "  Thou  art  inexcusable,  O  man,  whosoever  thou  art, 
that  judgest  another;  for  in  what  thou  judgest  another,  thou 
condemnest  thyself*  ;**  and  we  fear,  and  every  man  is  bound 
to  do  so  too,  lest  the  same  measure  of  judgment  we  make  to 
the  errors  of  our  brother,  be  heaped  up  against  our  own,  in 
case  we  fall  into  any.  And  the  church  of  Rome  should  do 
well  to  consider  this ;  for  she  is  not  the  less  likely  to  err, 
but  much  more  for  thinking  she  cannot  err ;  her  very  thinking 
and  saying  this  thing,  being  her  most  capital  error,  as  I  shall 
afterwards  endeavour  to  make  apparent.  I  remember  that 
Faganinus  Gaudentius,  a  Roman  gentleman,  tells  that  Theo- 
dore Beza,  being  old,  and  coming  into  the  camp  of  Henry  IV. 
of  France,  was  asked  by  some,  *  Whether  he  were  sure  that  he 
followed  the  true  religion?'  He  modestly  answered,  that  *  he 
did  daily  pray  to  God  to  direct  him  with  his  Holy  Spirit, 
and  to  give  him  a  light  from  heaven  to  guide  him.'  Upon 
which  answer,  because  they  expounded  it  to  be,  in  Beza,  un- 
certainty and  irresolution,  he  says,  that  *  many  who  heard  him 
took  that  hint,  and  became  Roman  catholics.'  It  is  strange 
it  should  be  so,  that  one  man's  modesty  should  make  another 
man  bold,  and  that  the  looking  upon  a  sound  eye  should  make 
another  sore.  But  so  it  is,  that  in  the  church  of  Rome,  very 
ill  use  is  made  of  ouY  charity  and  modesty.  However,  I  shaU 
give  a  true  account  of  the  whole  affair  as  it  stands,  and  then 
leave  it  to  be  considered. 


SECTION  VIII. 

The  Insecurity  of  the  Roman  Religion. 

1.  As  to  the  security  which  is  pretended  in  the  church  of 
Rome,  it  is  confidence  rather  than  safety,  as  I  have  already 

^  Rom.  ii.  4.  I  Verse  h 
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said;  but  if  we  look  upon  the  propositions  themselves,  we 
find  that  there  is  more  danger  in  them  than  we  wish  there 
were.  I  have  already,  in  the  preface  to  the  First  Part, 
instanced  in  some  particulars,  in  which  the  church  of  Rome 
hath  suffered  infirmity,  and  fallen  into  error ;  and  the  errors 
are  such,  which  the  fathers  of  the  church  (for  we  meddle  not 
with  any  such  judgment)  call  damnable.  As  for  example; 
**  to  add  any  thing  to  Scriptures,  or  to  introduce  into  the 
faith  any  thing  that  is  not  written ;  or  to  call  any  thing 
Divine,  that  is  not  in  the  authority  of  the  holy  Scriptures; 
which,  TertuUian  says,  whosoever  does,  may  fear  the  woe 
pronounced  in  Scripture  against  adders  and  detractors;'' 
and  St.  Basil  says,  "  is  a  manifest  note  of  infidelity,  and  a 
most  certain  sign  of  pride ;''  and  others  add,  it  "  is  an  evil 
heart  of  immodesty,  and  most  vehemently  forbidden  by  the 
apostles.''  Against  the  testimonies  then  broug;ht,  some  little 
cavils  were  made,  and  many  evil  words  of  railing  published, 
which  I  have  not  only  washed  ofi^  in  the  second  section  of 
this  Second  Part,  but  have,  to  my  thinking,  clearly  proved 
them  guilty  of  doing  ill  in  this  question,  and  receding  from 
the  rule  of  the  primitive  church ;  and  have  added  many  other 
testimonies  concerning  the  main  inquiry,  to  which  the  weak 
answers  offered  can  no  way  be  applied,  and  to  which  the 
more  learned  answers  of  Bellarmine  and  Perron  are  found 
insufficient ;  as  it  there  is  made  to  appear.  So  that  I  know 
nothing  remains  to  them  to  be  considered,  but  whether  or  no, 
the  primitive  and  holy  fathers  were  too  zealous  in  condemn- 
ing this  doctrine  and  practice  of  the  Roman  church  too 
severely  ?  We  are  sure  the  thing  which  the  fathers  so  con- 
demn, is  done  without  warrant,  and  contrary  to  all  authentic 
precedents  of  the  purest  and  holiest  ages  of  the  church,  and 
greatly  derogatory  to  the  dignity  and  fulness  of  Scripture; 
and  infinitely  dangerous  to  the  church  for  the  intromitting 
the  doctrines  of  men  into  the  canon  of  faith,  and  a  great 
diminution  to  the  reputation  of  that  providence,  by  which  it 
is  certain,  the  church  was  to  be  secured  in  the  records  of 
salvation ;  which  could  nOt  be  done  by  any  thing  so  well,  as 
by  writing  what  was  to  be  kept  inviolate ;  especially  in  the 
propositions  of  faith,  relying  oftentimes  upon  a  word,  and  a 
phrase  and  a  manner  of  expression;  which,  in  the  infinite 
variety  of  reporters,  might  too  easily  suflfer  change.     Thus 
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fiu*  we  can  safely  argue  concerning  the  error  of  the  chixrcb  of 
Borne;  and  to  this  not  we,  but  the  fathers,  add  a  severe 
censure.  And  when  some  of  these  censures  were  set  dowii 
by  way  of  cautbn  and  warning,  not  of  judgment  and  final 
sentence,  it  seems  a  wonder  to  me  how  these  gentlemen  of 
the  Roman  communion',  that  wrote  against  the  book^  should 
recite  all  these  terrible  sayings  out  of  the  fathers  agaipst 
their  superaddition  of  articles  to  the  faith  contained  in  Scrip-- 
tures,  and  be  so  little  concerned  as  to  read  them  with  a 
purpose  only  to  find  fault  with  the  quotations,  and  never  be 
smitten  with  a  terror  of  the  judgment,  which  the  fathers 
pronounce  against  them  that  do  so.  Just  as  if  a  man  being 
ready  to  perish  in  a  storm,  should  look  up  and  down  the 
ship  to  see  if  the  little  paintings  were  exact ;  or  as  if  a  man, 
in  a  terrible  clap  of  thunder,  should  consider  whether  he  ever 
heard  so  unmusical  a  sound,  and  never  regard  his  own 
danger.  2.  The  same  is  the  case  in  their  dprokarpeiaf 
<  worshipping  of  consecrated  bread:'  in  which,  if  thej  be 
not  deceived,  all  the  reason  and  all  the  senses  c^  all  the  men 
in  the  world  are  deceived;  and  if  they  be  deceived,  then  it  is 
certain,  they  give  Divine  worship  to  what  they  naturally  eat 
and  drink ;  and  how  great  a  provocation  of  God  that  is, 
they  cannot  but  know  by  the  whole  analogy  of  the  Old  and 
New  Testament,  and  even  by  natural  reason  itself,  and  all 
the  dictates  of  religion  which  God  hath  written  in  our  hearts. 
On  the  other  side,  if  we  consider  that  if  the  Divine  worship 
they  intend  to  Christ,  were  passed  immediately  to  him  sitting 
in  heaven,  and  not  through  that  blessed  thing  upon  the  altar, 
but  directly  and  primarily  to  him  whose  passion  there  is 
represented,  and  the  benefits  of  whose  death  are  there  offered 
and  exhibited ; — ^there  could  be  no  dipiinution  of  any  right 
due  to  Christ.  Nay,  to  them  who  consider,  that  in  the  first 
institution  and  tradition  of  it  to  the  apostles,  Christ's  body 
was  still  whole  and  unbroken,  and  separate  from  the  bread, 
and  could  not  then  be  transubstantiate,  and  pass  from  itself 
into  what  it  was  not  before,  and  yet  remain  still  itself  what 
it  was  before;  and  that  neither  Christ  did  command  the 
apostles  to  worship,  neither  did  they  worship  any  thing  but 
God  the  Father,  at  that  time; — ^it  must  needs  seem  to  be  a 

•  Letter,  and  *  Truth  will  out/  &c. 
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prodigious  venture  of  their  souls^  to  change  that  action  into 
a   needless  aad   ungrounded    superstition :    especially    ance 
aitex   Christ^s    ascension,    his  body  is    not   only  in    heaven, 
^^  which  must  contain  it  until  his  coming  to  judgment  C*  but 
is  so  changed,    so  immaterial,  or    spiritual,   that  it    is    not 
capable  of  being  broken  by  hands  or  teeth.     In  not  adoiing 
that  which  we  Bee  to  be  bread,   we   can  be  as   safe  as  the 
apostles  were,    who,  we   find,    did   not   worship  it;   but  in 
giving  Divine  honours  to  it,  we  can  be  no  more  safe,  in  case 
dieir  proposition  be  amiss,  than  he  that  worships  the   sun, 
because  he  verily  believes  he  is  the  God  of  heaven.     A  good 
meaning  in  this  case  will  not  justify  his  action ;    not  only 
because  he  hath  enough  to  instruct  him  better,  and  to  bring 
him  to  better  understanding,  but  especially  because  he  may 
mean  as  well,  if  he   worships  Christ  in  heaven,   <'  ad    sua 
templa  oculis,    animo    ad  sua  numina   spectans  ;'^    yea,  and 
better,  when  he  does  actually  worship  Christ  at   that  time, 
directing  the  worship  to  him  in  heaven,  and  would  terminate 
his  worship  on  the  host,  if  he  were  sure  it  were  Christ,  or 
were  commanded  so  to  do.     Add   to  this,    that   to  worship 
Christ  is  an  affirmative  precept ;  and,  so  it  be  done  in  wisdom^ 
and  holiness,  and  love,  in  all  just  ways  of  address  to  him,  in 
praying   to   him,   reciting   his  prayers,   giving   him  thanks, 
trusting  in  him,  hoping  in  him,  and  loving  him  with  the  best 
love  of  obedience :    no|    to  bow  the  knee,    ^  hic   et  nunc,' 
when  we  fear  to  displease  him  by  so  doing,  cannot  be  a  sin, 
because  for  that  ^  hic  et  nunc^  there  is  no  commandment  at 
all.    And  after  all,  if  we  will  suppose  that  the  doctrine  ot 
transubstantiation   were  true,   yet  because    the  priest    that 
consecrates,    may,    indeed,    secretly  have    received    invalid 
orders,   or  have  evil   intention,   or  there  may  be  some  un« 
discernible  nullity  in  the  whole  economy  and  ministration; 
so  that  no  man  of  the  Roman  communion  can  say,  that  by 
Divine  faith  he  believes  that  this  host  is,  at  this  time,  tran- 
substantiated;  but  only  hath   conjectures  and   ordinary  sup* 
positions,  that  it  is  so,  and  that  he  does  not  certainly  know 
the  contrary.     He  that  certainly  gives  Divine  honour  to  that 
which  is  not  certain  to  be   the  body  of  Christ, — ^runs  into 
a  danger  too  great,  to  promise  to  himself  he   shall  be  safe. 
Some  there  are  who    go  further  yet,    and  consider  that  the 
church  of  Rome  say  only,  that  the  bread  is  changed  into  the 
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body  of  Christ,  but  not  into  bis  soul;  for  then  the  same 
bread  would  be,  at  the  same  time,  both  material  and  im- 
material; and  that,  if  it  were,  to  give  honours  absolutely 
Divine  to  the  humanity  of  Christ,  abstracted  from  considera- 
tion of  his  Divinity,  into  which  certainly  the  bread  is  net 
transubstantiated, — ^is  too  near  the  doctrine  of  the  Socinians, 
who  suppose  the  humanity  to  be  absolutely  deified,  and 
Divine  honours  to  be  due  to  Christ,  as  a  man  whom  God 
hath  exalted  above  every  name.  But  if  they  say  that  they 
worship  the  body  in  concretion  with  the  Divinity;  it  is 
certain  that  may  be  done  at  all  times,  by  looking  up  to 
heaven  in  all  our  religious  addresses.  And,  therefore,  that 
is  the  safe  way,  and  that  is  the  way  of  the  church  of  England. 
The  other  way,  viz.,  of  the  Church  of  Rome,  at  the  best,  is 
full  of  dangers;  and  ''qui  amat  periculum,  peribit  in  illo," 
was  the  wise  man'^s  caution. 

3.  The  like  to  this  is  the  practice  of  the  church  of  Rome 
in  worshipping  angels ;  which  as  it  is  no  where  commanded 
in  the  New  Testament,  so  it  is  expressly  forbidden  by  an 
angel  ^  himself  twice,  to  St.  John,  adding  an  unalterable 
reason ;  "for  I  am  thy  fellow-servant,  worship  God  ;^  or  as 
some  ancient  copies  read  it,  "  worship  Jesus;*"  meaning  that, 
although  in  the  Old  Testament  the  patriarchs  and  prophets 
did  bow  before  the  angels  that  appeared  to  them  as  God''s  am- 
bassadors, and  in  the  person  of  God ;  and  to  which  they  were 
greatly  inclined,  because  their  law  was  given  by  angels : — 
yet,  when  God  had  exalted  the  Son  of  Man  to  be  *'  the  Lord 
of  men  and  angels •'j"  we  are  all  fellow-servants;  and  they 
are  not  to  receive  religious  worship  as  before,  nor  we  to  pay 
it  them.  And  by  this  we  understand  the  reproof  which  St. 
Paul  makes  of  the  Gnostics,  of  whose  practice  he  forewarns 
the  Christians  that  *  they  suffer  not  themselves  to  be  deceived 

'by  the  worshipping  of  angels.^  Now  by  these  authorities  it 
is  plain  that  it  can  at  least  be  no  diity  to  worship  angels ; 
and  therefore  they  that  do  it  not,  cannot  be  blamed :  but  if 
these  words  mean  here,  as  they  do  in  all  other  places,  there  is 
at  least  great  danger  to  do  it. 

4.  And  of  the  like  danger  is  invocation  of  saints ;  which 
if  it  be  no  more  tlian  a  mere  desire  to  them  to  pray  for  us, 

^  Rev.  xxii.  c  Colos.  ii. 
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why  is  it  expressed  in  th^r  public  offices  in  words  that  differ 
not  from  our  prayers  to  God  ?    If  it  be  more,  it  creates  in  us, 
or  is  apt  to  create  in  us,  confidence  in  the  creatures ;  it  relies 
upon  that  which  St.  Paul  used  as  an  argument  against  wor* 
ship  of  angels ;  and  that  is,  ^^  intruding  into  those  things  we 
understand  not ;''  for  it  pretends  to  know  their  present  state, 
which  is  hid  from  our  eyes ;  and  it  proceeds  upon  the  very 
reason  upon  which  the  Gnostics  and  the  Yalentinians  went ; 
that  is,  that  it  is  fit  to  have  mediators  between  God  and  us : 
that  we  may  present  our  prayers  to  them,  and  they  to  God. 
To  which  add,  that  the  church  of  Rome  presenting  candles^ 
and  other  donaries  to  the  Virgin  Mary  as  to  the  queen  of 
heaven,  do  that  which  the  CoUyridians  did ;  the  gift  is  only 
differing,  as  candle  and  cake,  gold  and  garments,  this  vow  or 
that  vow.     All  which  being  put  together  makes  a  dangerous 
liturgy ;  not  hke  to  the  worship  and   devotion  used  in  the 
primitive  church,  but  so  like  to  what  is  forbidden  in  Scripture, 
that  it  is  much  the  worse.     The   advantage  got  by  these 
things  cannot  countervail  the  evil  of  the  suspicion ;  and  the 
wit  of  them  that  do  so,  cannot  by  a  secure  answer  escape  the 
force  of  a  prohibition ;  and  therefore  it  was  infinitely  more  safe 
to  let  it  alone ;  and  to  invocate  and  adore  him  only  who  is 
varriq  rm  aiwvcov,  "  the  Father  of  the  iEones," — ^the  Father 
of  men  and  angels, — ^and  God,  through  Jesus  Christ ;  and 
that  answers  all  objections. 

6.  What  good  does  the  worship  of  images  do  to  the  souls 
of  Christians  ?  AVhat  glory  is  done  to  God  by  being  repre^ 
sented  in  little  shapes  and  human  or  fantastic  figures  ? 
What  Scripture  did  ever  command  it  ?  What  prophet  did 
not  reprove  it  ?  Is  it  not,  in  all  appearance,  and  grammatical 
and  proper  understanding  of  words,  forbidden  by  an  express 
commandment  of  God  ?  Is  there  any  duty  incumbent  on  us 
to  do  it  ?  Certainly,  all  the  arts  of  witty  men  of  the  Roman 
side,  are  little  enough,  and  much  too  little  to  prove,  that  it  is 
lawful  to  make  and  worship  them :  and  the  distinctions  and 
elusions,  the  tricks  and  artifices,  are  so  many,  that  it  is  a 
great  piece  of  impertinent  learning  to  remember  them,  and 
no  small  trouble  to  understand  them  ;  and  they  that  most 
need  the  distinctions  (that  is,  the  common  people),  cannot 
use  them ;  and  at  the  best,  it  is  very  hard  to  think  it  lawful, 
but  very  easy  to  understand  that  it  is  forbidden ;  and  most 
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easy  to  be  assured  it  is  very  innocent  to  let  it  alone.  ^^  Where 
an  image  is,  there  is  no  religion,^'  said  Lactantius; — and 
**  we  ought  rather  to  die  than  to  pollute  our  faith  with  such 
impieties,^  said'  Origen.  Now  let  us  suppose  that  these 
fethers  speak  ^  against  the  heathen  superstition  of  wor- 
ahipping  the  images  of  their  gods ;  certainly,  if  it  was  a  fault 
in  them,  it  is  worse  in  Christians,  who  have  received  so  many 
commands  to  the  contrary,  and  who  are  tied  "  to  worship 
the  Father  in  spirit  and  in  truth,^  and  were  never  permitted 
to  worship  him  by  an  image.  And  true  it  is  that  images  are 
more  fit  for  false  gods,  than  for  the  true  God,  the  Father  of 
spirits;  the  superstition  of  images  is  more  proportioned  to 
the  idolatry  of  false  gods,  than  to  true  religion^  and  the 
worship  of  him  '^  whom  eye  hath  not  seen,^  and  cannot  see, 
nor  heart  can  comprehend.  And  it  is  a  vain  illusion  to  say, 
that  these  fathers  did  not  severely  censure  the  use  of  images 
among  Christians;  for  all  that  time  among  the  Chrii^tians 
there  was  no  use  of  images  at  all  in  religion ;  and  for  the  very 
reasons  by  which  they  condemned  the  heathen  superstition 
of  image>worship,  for  the  same  reasons  they  would  never 
endure  it  at  all  amongst  Christians.  But  then  if  this  be  so 
highly  criminal  (as  these  ancient  fathers  say),  I  desire  it  may 
be  oxisidered,  for  what  pretended  reasons  the  church  c( 
Rome  should  not*only  pamit,  but  allow,  and  decree,  and 
urge  the  use  of  images^  in  their  religious  adorations  ?  If  it 
be  only  for  instruction  of  the  laity,  that  might  be  better 
supplied  by  catechisings  and  frequent  homilies ;  and  if  in- 
struction be  intended,  then  the  single  statutes  are  less  useful ; 
but  histories  and  hieroglyphics  are  to  be  painted  upon  tables; 
and  in  them,  I  suppose,  there  would  be  less  temptation  of 
doing  abomination.  But  when  the  images,  simple  or  mixed, 
are  painted  or  carved,  the  people  must  be  told  what  their 
meaning  is ;  and  then  they  will  not  need  such  books,  who 
may  with  less  danger  learn  theh*  lesson  by  heart :  and  besides 
this,  they  are  told  strange  stories  of  the  saints  whose  images 
they  see,  and  of  the  images  themselves  that  represent  the 

^  AgaiDst  these  quotations  used  io  the  preface  of  the  first  part,  the  aathor 
of  the  *  Letter  to  a  Friend/  p.  8,  and  the  author  of  '  Truth  will  out/  p.  6, 
object  that  these  fathers  speak  against  the  worshipping  of  the  images  of 
heathen  gods,  not  of  the  use  of  images  amongst  Christians ;  which  cavil  the 
imder  may  see  hugely  lefoted  in  the  section '  Of  Images.' 
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saints ;  and  then,  it  may  be,  these  ]aymen*s  books  may  teach 
them  things  that  they  must  unlearn  again.     But  yet  if  they 
be  useful  for  instruction,  what  benefit  is  done  to  our  spirits 
by  giving  them  adoration  ?     That  God  will  accept  it  as  an 
honour  done  to  himself,  he  hath  no  where  told  us ;  and  he 
seems  often  to  have  told  us  the  contrary ;  and  if  it  be  pos- 
sible by  man's  wit  to  acquit  this  practice  from  being  (what 
the  prophets  so  highly  reprove)  "  spiritual  whoredom,"  in 
giving  God's  due  to  an  image ;  yet  it  can  never  be  proved 
to  be  a  part  of  that  worshipping  of  God  in  spirit  and  in  truth 
which  he  requires.     And  though  it  would  never  have  beeti 
believed  in  Origen's,  TertuUian's,  or  Lactantius's  days,  that 
6ver  there  would  arise  a  sort  of  Christians  that  should  con- 
tend earnestly  for  the  worshipping  images,  or  that  ever  the 
heathen  way  of  worship,  viz.,  of  what  they  called  God,  by  an 
image,  should  become  a  great  part  of  Christianity,  or  that  a 
coundl  of  bishops  should  decree  the  worship  of  images,  as 
an  article  of  faith;    or  that  they  should  think  men  should 
be  damned   for   denying  worship   to  images;   yet  ailer   all 
this,  when  it  is  considered  that  the  worshipping  of  images 
by  Christians  is  so  great  a  scandal  to  the  Indians,  that  they 
think  themselves  justified  in  their  religion  by  this;  and  so 
great  a  scandal  to  Jews  and  Turks,  that   they  hate  Chris- 
tianity itself  for  that  very  reason ;  it  is  a  strange  pertinacy 
in  the  church  of  Rome  to  retain  this  practice  for  so  little 
pretensions  of  good,  and    with    so  evident  a  mischief:   to 
which,  if  this  be  added,  that  many  of  the  ruder  people  do 
downright    worship    the    image    without    a    distinction,    or 
scruple,  or  diflference;  and  that  for  aught  we  know,  many 
souls  perish  by  such  practices,  which  might  be  secured  by 
the  taking  away  the  images  and  forbidding  the  superstition : 
I  for  my  part  cannot  imagine,  how  the  guides  of  souls  can 
answer  it  to  Gtxl,   or   satisfy  their   consciences  in  their  so 
vilely  and  cheaply  regarding  souls,  and  permitting  them  to 
live  in  danger,  and  die  in  sin,  for  no  spiritual  good  which 
tan  accrue  to  the  church,  which  can  countervail  the  danger, 
much  less  the  loss,  of  one  soul.     However,  it  will  be  very 
hard  from  any  principle  of  Christian  religion,  to  prove  it  is  a 
damnable  sin,  not  to  worship  images';  but  every  man  that  can 
read,  hath  very  much  to  say,  that  to  worship  them^  is  a  pro- 
vocation of  God  to  anger,  and  to  jealousy. 
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6.  Thus  also  It  must  needs  be  confessed,  that  it  is  more  safe 
for  the  church  of  God,  to  give'  the  holy  communion  in  both 
kinds,  than  but  in  one;  and  Bellarmine^s  foolish  reason  of 
the  wine  sticking  to  laymen's  beards,  is  as  ridiculous  as 
the  doctrine  itself  is  unreasonable ;  and  if  they  should  shave 
laymen^s  beards,  as  they  do  the  clergy,  it  would  be  less  in- 
convenience than  what  they  now  feel;  and  if  there  be  no 
help  for  it,  they  had  better  lose  their  beards,  than  lose  their 
share  of  the  blood  of  Christ.  And  what  need  is  there  to 
dispute  such  uncertain  and  unreasonable  propositions,  as  that 
Christ's  blood  is  with  the  body,  by  way  of  concomitancy, 
as  if  the  sacrament  were  not  of  Christ's  body  broken,  and 
the  blood  poured  out ;  and  as  if,  in  case  it  be  so,  Christ  did 
not  know,  or  not  consider  it,  but  for  all  that,  instituted  the 
supper  in  both  kinds.  And  what  more  is  gotten  by  the 
host  alone,  than  by  that  and  the  chalice  too  ?  And  what  can 
be  answered  to  the  pious  desires  of  so  many  nations,  to  have 
the  chalice  restored ;  when  they  ask  for  nothing  but  their 
part  of  the  legacy  which  Christ  left  them  in  his  Testament  ? 
And  the  church  of  Rome,  which  takes  upon  her  to  be  sole 
executrix,  or  at  least,  overseer  of  it,  tells  them,  that  *  the 
legacy  will  do  them  no  good  ;'^  and  keeps  it  from  them,  by 
telling  them,  *  it  is  not  necessary ;'  nay,  it  is  worse  than  so;  for 
when  in  the  time  of  the  council  of  Trent,  instance  was  made, 
that  leave  might  be  given  to  such  as  desire  it;  the  oracle 
was  uttered  by  the  cardinal*  of  Alexandria,  but  was  given 
after  the  old  manner,  so  that  no  man  was  the  better.  For 
no  man  was  capable  of  receiving  the  favour  but  he  that  pro- 
fessed he  did  not  believe  it  necessary ;  and  then  there  could 
be  no  great  reason  to  desire  it ;  he  that  thought  he  needed 
it  could  not  receive  it ;  and  he  that  found  no  want  of  it,  in 
all  reason  would  not  be  importunate  for  it,  and  then  he  should 
be  sure  not  to  have  it :  so  that,  in  effect,  there  were  two 
sorts  of  persons  denied  it ;  those  that  required  it,  and  those 
that  did  not  require  it.  And  to  what  Christian  grace  to 
refer  the  wisdom  and  piety  of  this  answer,  I  cannot  yet 
learn.  Neither  can  I  yet  imagine  why  the  cardinal  St.  An- 
gelo'  should  call  "  giving  the  cup  to  the  laity,  a  giving  them 
a  cup  of  deadly  poison;'^  since  certain  it  is,  that  the  blood 

«  CoDcil.  Trident,  lib.  v.  A.  D.  1561.  sub  Pio  quarto.  f  Ibid. 
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txf  Chmt  is  ^<  a  savour  of  life/^  and  not  joi  death  $  and,  as  <he 
Fsench  ambassador  irepUed,  ^'  The  apoedes  who  did  give  it, 
were  B0t  empoisoiieKiS';   and  the  many  ages  of  the  primitive 
diurch  'did  receive  it  ffiith  y&cj  great  emolument  and  spi- 
ritual comfort.  "-^To  thk  I  know  it  will  be  said  by  some, 
who  cannot  much  defend  their  churdi  in  the  thing  itsdf, 
that  *  it  i&.no  ^^E^eat  matter.;  and  if  all  things  else  wete  ac-> 
corded,  this  might  be  diqiensed  withal;  and  the  pope  could 
give  leave  to  the  respective  churches,  to  have  according  as 
it  Bught  be  expedient,  and  At  for  edification/    But  tUs  will 
not  aerve  the  turn :  for,    first,   the  thing  itsdf  is  no   small 
matter,  'but  of  greatestt  concemin«it.     It  is  the  sacramental 
blood  of  Christ.     The  holy  Inread  cannot  be  the  sacrament 
of  the  blood ;  and  if  (Jurist  did  not  esteem  it  fus  necessary  to 
leaver  sacrament  of  his  blood,  as  of  his  body, — he  would  not 
have  dcme  it ;  and  if  he  did  think  it  as  necessary,  certainly  it 
was  so.     But,  2.  Suppose  the  tttttter  be  small,  why  should  a 
schism  be   made  by  him,   that  would  be  thought  the  great 
fatho:  of  Christians?  and  all  Christendom  almost  displeased 
and  offended,  rather  than  he  will  comply  with  their  desires 
of  having  nothing  but  what  Christ  left  them  ?     If  the  thing 
be  but  little,  why  do  they  take  a  course  to  make  it,  as  they 
suppose,  damnation  to  desire  it  P     And  if  it  be  said,  <  because 
it  is  heresy  to  think  the  church, hath  erred  all  this  while  in 
daiying  it  ;**  to  this,  the  answer  will  be  easy, — ^that  themselves 
who  did  deny  it,  have  given  the  occasion;   and  not  they 
who  do  desire  it;  neither  have  all  the  Christian  churches 
denied  it ;  for  I  think  none  but  the  Roman  church  does ;  and 
if  the  Boman  churchy  by  granting  it  now  to  her  own  children, 
wiU  be  supposed  to  have  erred  in  denying  it ;  to  continue  this 
denial,  will  not  cure  that  inconvenience:  for  that  which  at 
first  was  but  an  error,  will  now  become  heresy,  if  they  be 
pertinacious  in  the  refusal.      But  if  it  were  not  for  political 
and  ihuman  considerations,  and  secular  interests,  there  will 
be  little  :questi<m,  but  that  it  will  b^  safer,  and  more  agree- 
able to  Christ's  institution,  and  the  apostolical  doctrine,  and 
the  primitive  practice,  to  grant  it  lovingly,  than  to  detain  it 
sacrilegiously :  for,  at  .least,  the  detention  will  look  like  sa- 
crilege; and  the  granting  it  cannot  but  be  a  fatherly  and 
pious  ministration;  especially  since,  when  it  is  granted,  all 
parties  are  pleased,  and  no  man^s  authority^  real,  0t  pre* 

VOL,  X.  2  M 
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tended,  is  questioned.  But  whatever  become  of  this  con* 
sid^radon,  which  is  nothing  but  a  charitable  desire,  and  way 
of  peace  with  our  adversaries,  and  a  desire  to  win  them  by 
our  not  intermeddling  with  thor  unalterable  and  pertinacious 
interest  ;*  yet  as  to  die  thing  itself,  it  is  certain,  that  to  com- 
municate in  both  kinds,  is  justifiable  by  the  institution  of 
Christ,  and  the  perpetual  practice  of  the  church*  for  many 
ages ;  which  thing  certainly  is,  or  ought  to  be,  the  greatest  rule 
for  the  church's  imitation.  And  if  the  church  of  Rome  had 
this  advantage  against  us  in  any  article,  as  I  hope  there  would 
not  be  found  so  mudi  pertinacity  amongst  us,  as  to  reast 
the  power  of  mch  sm  argument ;  so  it  is  certain  there  would  not 
be  amongst  them  so  much  modesty'  as  to  abstain  from  the  most 
absdiute  triumph,  and  the  fiercest. declamations:  in  the  mean 
time,  our  safety  in  this  article  also  is  visible  and  notorious. 
Against  the  saying  of  St.  Ambrose,  which,  in  the  preface  to  the 
first  part,  I  brought  to  reprove  .this  practice,; — ^those  who 
thought  themselves  obliged  to  object,  will  find  the  quotation 
justified  in  the  section  of  thie  *  half-cominunion ; '  to  which  I 
refer  the  reader. 

7.  What  a  strange  uncharitableness  is  it,  to  believe  and 
teach,  that  poor  babes,  descending  from  Christian  parents, 
if  they  die  unbaptized,  shall  never  isee  the  face  of  God,  and 
that  "  of  such  is  not  the  kingdom  of  heaven  ?''  The  church 
of  England  enjoins  the  parents  to  bring  them ;  and  her 
priests  to  baptize  than,  and  punishes  the  neglect  where  it 
is  criminal ;  and  yet  teaches  no  such  fierce  and  uncharitable 
proposition,  which  can  serve  no  end,  but  what  may  with  less 
damage  and  affrightment  be  very  well  secured;  and  to  dis- 
trust God's  goodness  to  the.  poof  infants,  whose  fault  it  could 
not  be,  that  they  wefe  not  baptized ;  and  to  amerce  their.' no- 
fault  with  so  great  a  fine,— -even  the  loss  of  all  the  good  which 
they  could  receive  from  him  that  created  them,  and  loves 
them, — is  such  a'playing  with  heads,  and  a  regardless  treat- 
ment of  souls,  that  for  chfurity's  sake,  and  common  humanity, 
we  dare  not  mingle  in  thdr  counsels.  But  if  we  err,  it  is 
on  the  safer  side ;.  it  is  on  the  one  side  of  mercy  and  chari^. 
These  seven  particulars  are  not  trifling  considerations ;  hut 
as  they  have  great  influence  into  the  event  of  souls,  so  they 
are  great  parts  of  the  Roman  rcfligion,  as  they  have  pleased 
to  order  religion  at  this  day.      I  might  instance  in  many 
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more,  if  I  thought  it  necessary,  or  did  not  fear  they  nvould 
think  me  inquisitive  for  objections :  therefore,  I  shall  add  no 
more ;  only  I  profess  myself  to  wonder  at  the  obstinacy  of 
the  Roman  prelates,  that  will  not  consent  that  the  liturgy  of 
their  church  should  be  understood  by  the  people.  They 
have  some  pretence  of  politic  reason,  why  they  forbid  the 
translation  of  the  Scriptures;  though  all  wise  men  know  they 
have  other  reasons,  than  what  they  pretend,  yet  this  also 
would  be  considered ;  that  if  the  people  did  read  the  Scrip- 
tures, and  would  use  that  liberty  well,  they  might  receive 
infinite  benefit  by  them;  and  that  if  they  did  abuse  that 
liberty,  it  were  the  people's  fault,  and  not  the  ruler^s ;  but  that 
they  are  forbidden,  that  is  the  ruler's  fault,  and  not  the  peo- 
ple's :  but  for  prohibiting  the  understanding  of  their  public, 
and  sometimes  of  many  of  their  private  devotions,  there  can  be 
no  plaudble  pretence,  no  excuse  of  policy,  no  end  of  piety ; 
and  if  the  church  of  England  be  not  in  this,  also,  of  the  surer 
side,  then  wa  know  nothing,  but  all  the  reason  of  all  mankind 
is  fallen  asleep. 

Well,  however  these  things  have,  at  least,  very  much 
probability  in  them ;  yet  for  professing  these  things  ^acoord- 
ing  to  the  Scriptiues,  and  catholic  tradition,  and  right  reason 
(as  will  be  further  demonstrated  in  the  following  paragraphs), 
iikey  call  us  heretics,  and  sentence  us  with  damnation ;  with 
damnation,  I  say;  for  not  worshipping  of  images;  for  not 
calling  the  sacramental  bread',  our  God  and  Saviour;  for 
not '  teaching  for  doctrines,  the  commanchnents  of  men  ;'  for 
not  equalling  the  sayings  of  men  to  the  sayings  *of  God ;  for 
not  worshipping  angels,  for  not  putting  trust  in  saints,  and 
speaking  to  dead  persons,  who  are  not  present;  and  for 
offering  to  desire  to  receive  the  communion,  as  Christ  gave 
it  to  his  disciples,  and  they  to  all  to  whojn  they  preached. 
If  these  be  causes  of  damnation  ;  what  shall  become  of  them 
that  do  worship  images ;  and  that  do  take  away  half  of  the 
sacrament  from  the  people,  to  whom  Christ  left  it?  and  keep 
knowledge  from  them,  and  will  not  suffer  the  most  of  them 
to  pray  with  the  understanding;  and  worship  angels,  and 
make  dead  men  their  guardians,  and  erect  altars,  and  make 

E  Suarez  and  Bellarmine  confesi,  that  to  believe  tran8ub$taQtiatioD,  is  not 
absolutely  necessary  to  salvation. 
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vowBi  and  give  oonftuinptive  offerings  to  aakits,  real,  or 
unaginary  P  Now  truly,  we  know  not  what  shall  beeome  of 
them ;  but  we  pray  for  them  as  meu  not  without  hope :  only 
as  long  as  we  can,  we  repeat  the  words  of  our  blessed 
Saviour,  *^  He  thiit  brtoks  oas  of  the  least  commandmelits^ 
and  teaches  men  ao,  shall  be  called  the  least  ia  the  kingdom  of 
heaven  ^'^ 


SECTION  IX* 


That  the  Church  of  Rome  does  teaohfor  Doctrines,  the 

CommandmetUs  of  Men* 

Ths  former  charge  hath  occaskmed  this^  which  is  but  an 
instance  of  their  adding  to  the  Chrjstiait  faith  new  artides 
upon  their  own  authority.  And^  bere^  ix9i^  t  ahaU  mfiseaesA 
what  is  intended  in  the  reproof,  which  our  blessed  Saviour 
made  of  the  Pharisees ;  sayingj  <^  They  taught  for  doctrines, 
the  commandments  of  men.^  And,  2.  lahaU  f»ov«  that  the 
church  of  Kome  is  guilty  of  it,  and  the  church  of  England 
is  not. 

The  words  of  our  blessed  Saviour:  are  to  be  undorstoed 
at/vdertxA/r,  or  conjunctively ;  that  is,  ^^  la  vain  do  ye  worship 
me,  teaching  doctrities,  and  commandments  of  men*;^^  that 
is,  things  which  men  only  have  delivered ;  and  if-these  once 
be  esteemed  to  be  ia^ordiipping  of  God^'it  is  /AaroToy  (nSmayut, 
**  a  vain. worship.^  Now  this  expressed  itself  in  two  de* 
grees;  the  first  was  in  over-valuing  human  ordinances;  that 
is,  equalling  them  to  Divine  commandments ;  exilcting  by  the 
same  measures,  by  which  they  require  obedience  to  Crod's 
lliws,  and  this  widi  a  pretended  zeal  for  God's  honour  and 
service*  Thus  the  Pharisees  were  noted  and  rejMFoved  by  oiff 
blessed  Saviour. 

1.  The  things  of  dec^icy,  or  indifiPereat  practices,  were 
counselled  by  their  fotefath^^s;  in  fardcess  «f  time  they  be» 
came  approved  by  use  and  custom ;  and  th^  their  doctovs 
denied  their  communion  to  them  that  omitted  them,  found 

^  Matt.  V.  19.         \  I  Matt.  xv.  9. 
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out  new  reasons  for  them,  vfeate  severe  in  their  censures  ccnoern- 
ing  the  causes  of ,  their  omission,  would  approve  none,  no,  not 
the  cases  and  exceptions,  of  charity  or  piety*  And  this  is  in- 
stanced in  their  washings  of  cups  and  pbttens  and  the  outside 
of  dishes;  which  either  was  at  first  instituted  for  deanliness 
and  decency,  or  eke  as  being  symbolical  to  the  purifications  in 
the  law :  but  they  changed  the  sc^oe,  enjonied  it  as  necessity ; 
were  scandalized  at  them  that  used  it  not;  practised,  it  with  a 
frequency,  passing  into  an  intolerable  burden ;  iosoiniidi  that 
at  the  marriage  of  Cana  in  Galilee  there  w^e  six  '  walerupots, 
set  after  the  manner  of  the  piuifioadon  of  the  Jews  ;^  because 
they  washed  often  in  the  time  of  their  meals ;  and  then  they 
put  new  reasons,  and  did  it  for  other  causes  than  were  in  the 
first  institution.  And,  althou^  these  washings  might  have 
been  used  without  violation  of  any  commandment  of  God ; 
yet  even  by  this  tradition  they  made  God^s  commandment 
void,  by  making  this  necessary,  and  imposing  these  uselesa 
and  unnecessary  burdens  on  thdir  brethren,  by  making  snares 
for  coDsdenee^  and  making  >eligi<m  »d  th/J^d  God 
to  consist  in  things  indifferent  So  thej  made  void  God's 
commandment  by  turning  religion  into  superstition. 

2.  Whereas,  human  laws,  customs,  and  traditions  may 
oblige  in  public,  and  for  order'  sake,  and  decency,  and  for 
reputation  and  avoiding  scandal,  and  to  give  testimony  of  obe- 
dience ;  and  are  not  violated  if  they  be  omitted  without  scandal 
and  contempt,  and  injury,  with  a  probable  reason :  yet,  to 
think  they  oblige  beyond  what  man  can  see,  or  judge,  or 
punish,  or  feel,  is  to  give  to  human  laws  the  estimate  which  is 
due  to  divine  laws.  So  did  the  Pharisees :  ^<  Quicquid  sa- 
pientes  vetant  -psikm  fieri,  id  etiam  inpenetralibus  vetitum  est,^ 
said  rabbi  Bachai.  But  this  is  the  prerogative  of  Divine  laws, 
which  oblige  as  nmch  in  private  as  in  pubht;  because  God 
equally  sees  in  the  closet  and  in  the  temple :  men  cannot  do 
this;  and,  therefore,  cannot  make  laws  to  bind,  where  they 
can  have  no  cognizance  and  no  concern. 

S.  Human  authority  is  to  command,  according  to  its  own 
rate ;  that  is,  at  the  rate  of  human  understanding,  wh^e  the 
obedience  may  be  possibly  deficient,  because  the  understand- 
ing is  fallible/  But  the  Divine  authority  is  infallible,  and 
absolute,  and  supreme  ;  and,  therefore,  our  obedience  to  it 
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must  be  as  absolute,  perpetual,  and  iodefideut.  But  the  Pha- 
risees had  a  saying,  and  that  practice  was  accordingly ;  "  Si 
dixerint  seribse  dextram  esse  eimstram,  et  dnistntm  esse  dex- 
tram,  audi  eos,"  said  the  farenatoed  rabbi. 

2.  The  second  degree  in  which  this  expressed  itself  among 
the  Pharisees,  was,  that  they  did  not  only  equal,  but  preferred 
the  ccsmnandmeats  of  men  before  the  commands  of  God. 
**  Plus  est  in  verbis  scribarum  quiim  in  verbis  l^s  *  i"  and  of 
this,  the  instance  that  our  blessed  Saviour  gives,  is  in  the  case 
of  the  Corbtui,  and  not  relieving  th^  .parents.  "  Sacrum 
erit,  quicquid  paravero  in  futurum  ad  oe  patris '  i"  if  they  said 
it  was  dedicated,  thor  lather's  hungry  belly  might  not  be  re- 
lieved by  it.  And  this  our  blessed  Saviour  calls,  as  b^g  the 
faigbest  df^ree  of  this  sup^^tition,  *'  A  making  the  command- 
ment of  God  of  no  effect  by  their  tradition ;""  this  does  it  di- 
rectly ;  as  the  other  did  it  by  necessary  and  unavoidable  con- 
sequence. 

Now  that  the  diurcb  of  Borne  is  greatly  giulty  of  this  cri- 
nuQal  way  <tf  teaching  and  misleading  the  consdences  c^  her 
disciples,  will  appear  in  these  (amongst  many  other)  instances. 
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